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Current Topics. 


Provisional Orders Procedure, 


THE sysTeM of legislation by provisional order has been 
rendered necessary by the development of local public under- 
takings, and in the case of many matters which come within the 
authority of the Board of Trade in regaid to such orders the 
procedure to be observed is prescribed in detail by public statutes, 
The inconvenience of complying with all the statutory require- 
ments is well known to those whe have had to go to the Board 
of Trade for a provisional order for a pier or for gas or similar 
undertakings, and a more convenient method has been devised in 
regard to the latest forms of undertaking—namely those for 
electric lighting. The procedure to be followed in obtaining 
provisional orders for this purpose is not defined by statute, but 
under the Electric Lighting Acts is subject to rules prescribed 
by the Board of Trade. A Bill, under the title of the Board of 
Trade (Provisional Orders) Bill, bas been introduced into the 
House of Lords on behalf of the Board of Trade with the object 
of applying the same mode of procedure to other und i 
It provides, accordingly, that the Board may make rules in 
relation to applications for provisional orders in regard to piers 
and harbours, gas and water pega tramways, and pilot- 
age orders under section 580 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894; and the portions of the statutes prescribing the ure 
for provisional orders in these matters will be repealed. 


Increase in the Use of Shorthand Notes, 

Tue PROVISION in the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, that shorthand 
notes shall be taken at the trial of any person on indictment who, 
if convicted, is entitled, or may be authorized, to appeal under 
the Act, and a transcript of the notes furnished for the use of 
the Court of Criminal Appeal, will probably give a strong impetus 
to the use of these notes in all proceedings in the Law Courts. 
It is not many years since our judges on the hearing of an appeal 
were in the habit of protesting against the reading of any 
notes except the official note taken by the judge at the trial or 
those made by counsel on their briefs. Doubts were even ex- 
pressed as to the accuracy of shorthand notes, and it was said 
that the parties could only read such notes as their impression 
of what had passed in the court below. But this prejudice has 
gradually passed away, and there can be little doubt that if an 
inexpensive method of taking a verbatim note could be devised, 
it would be accepted in every tribunal. We read that in the 
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Clerkenwell County Court, in a recent case which had been 
referred back to the court as the result of an appeal, a transcript 
of the shorthand notes of the judgments delivered in the Divi- 
sional Court was handed to the judge, and after expressing his 
thanks for the assistance which had been afforded to him, he took 
occasion to say that he had already suggested that in similar 
cases a shorthand writer should be engaged to take a note so 
that the judge overruled might have a transcript to guide him 
as to what he should do. 


The Law of Distress Amendment Bill. 

Tue Law of Distress Amendment Bill, presented by Mr. 
Arnotp Hersert—the object of which is to exempt from 
liability to distress by a landlord for rent due to him by his 
tenant the goods of persons other than such tenant, and to make 
such goods liable only to the extent of any rent due by the owner 
of them to his immediate landlord—has been favourably received, 
and there appears to be some prospect that it may become law 
during the present session. It has, however, been suggested that 
it may in its present form seriously interfere with the enforce- 
ment of a forfeiture for non-payment of rent under section 210 
of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852. This section enacts 
that in cases where the landlord or lessor has right by law to 
re-enter for non-payment of rent, a writ in ejectment shall stand 
in the place of a demand and re-entry, and in the case of judg- 
ment against the defendant, the plaintiff shall recover judgment 
and execution “ upon proof that half a year’s rent was due before 
the writ was served, and that no sufficient distress was to be 
found on the demised premises countervailing the arrears then 
due.’’ It is urged that the sufficiency of the distress will in 
future depend upon the collateral question whether the goods 
on the premises belong to some person other than the tenant, 
and until this question is determined the plaintiff will be unable 
to satisfy the requirement of the section. The question is one 
of some importance, having regard to the prevalence of the hire- 
purchase system. 


Evidence of Similar Injuries to Persons other than 
the Plaintiff. 

AN INTERESTING question as to the admissibility of evidence 
was recently debated in the Divisional Court. The plaintiff, who 
had been shaved in the shop of the defendant, a barber, alleged 
that he had contracted the disease known as “ barber’s itch ’’ by 
reason of the negligence of the defendant in providing dirty 
razors or towels. In support of the plaintiff’s case two witnesses 
were called, who proved that at nearly the same time as when 
the plaintiff was shaved they were shaved at the defendant’s 
shop, and, having been cut, sores came out on their chins. 
Judgment having been given for the plaintiff, it was contended 
in the Divisional Court that the evidence of the two witnesses 
was inadmissible, as it related to a different time and different 
circumstances. The Divisional Court (Cuannett and Sutton, 
JJ.) were of opinion that there was sufficient ground for admitting 
the evidence, inasmuch as it tended to shew a dangerous practice 
carried on in the defendant’s establishment. There is, of course, 
abundant authority in criminal cases for the admission of 
evidence of previous occurrences for the purpose of negativing 
the idea that what happened in the case under consideration was 
the result of accident, and not of design. In civil cases the rule 
is similar. In any inquiry as to the origin of the ailment from 
which the plaintiff suffered it would be difficult, as a matter of 
common sense, to exclude the fact that other persons had suffered 
in the same manner after a similar experience of the defendant’s 
treatment. In a question as to the harmful character of the 
appliances of the defendant it is surely both rational and prac- 
tical to look at other instances from which that character is 
to be ascertained. No one, however, will dispute the proposition 
of the court that a judge should always be careful in admitting 
evidence of this description. 


Form of Bankruptcy Notice. 

Ws woricep recently (ante, p.546),in commenting on the deci- 
sion of the Court of Appeal in Re A Judgment Debtor, the neces- 
sity of usitig great care to avoid any technical error in the form 

reve nder section 4 (1) (g) of the Bank- 








eats and nothing was known of the reversioner’s representatives. — 





ruptey Act, 1893, the notice must require the debtor “to pay the 
judgment debt in accordance with the terms of the judgment.” 
In the case just referred to the judgment had been obtained by 
two persons in their trade name. The bankruptcy notice required 
payment to them in their individual names, and it was held that 
it was bad, notwithstanding that it otherwise sufficiently 
identified the individuals with the firm. Two other cases just 
decided by the Court of Appeal (reported elsewhere) emphasize 
the strictness with which bankruptcy notices are construed. In 


, one of them the notice required payment of a total sum of 


£987 7s. 1d., arrived at by adding the judgment debt and interest 
together, and then deducting certain credits. The interest 
charged was £101 2s. 4d. This was in excess of the correct 
interest, which was only £99 16s. 10d. It was contended that 
the error vitiated the notice and that it ought to be set aside. 
The registrar disallowed the objection, but his decision has been 
reversed by the Court of Appeal. Section 143 of the Bankruptcy 
Act of 1883 provides that “no proceeding in bankruptcy shall 
be invalidated by any formal defect or by any irregularity, unless 
the court before which an objection is made to the proceeding 
is of opinion that substantial injustice has been caused by the 
defect or irregularity, and that the injustice cannot be remedied 
by any order of that court.’’ This provision (as a correspondent 
points out) would seem to be very appropriate to the case of a 
slight mistake in the calculation of interest which can be 
remedied without any injustice whatever to the debtor. But 
the Court of Appeal have held that the inclusion in the bank- 
ruptcy notice of a demand for a sum not actually due under the 
judgment, however small, cannot be treated as a formal defect. 
A different view was originally taken by a Divisional Court in 
Re Bates (4 Morrell 192), but since then there have been cases, 
reported and unreported, referred to in the judgment of the 
Master of the Rolls in the present case, in which the requirement 
of accuracy as to the sum demanded has been strictly insisted 
on, and the Court of Appeal have now adopted the same policy. 
In another case on the same day a bankruptcy notice was set 
aside because it was not framed to suit the form of the county 
court judgment on which it was founded. That required the 
debtor, in the ordinary form of such a judgment, to pay the 
judgment debt to the county court registrar, but the bankruptcy 
notice required him to pay it to the creditor. This was not “in 
accordance with the terms of the judgment,’’ and was bad. It 
may be doubted whether in any of these cases the strictness with 
which the bankruptcy notices have been construed is really 
necessary for the proper administration of the bankruptcy law. 


Old Leases for 3800 Years. 


More THAN one case is to be found among the reports of leases 
granted in the reign of Queen Elizabeth for 300 years, thus (in 
the ordinary course of events) expiring by effluxion of time 
towards the latter end of the nineteenth century. Why the term 
of 300 years should have been selected in so many instances is 
somewhat of a mystery, but 300 years is also the minimum length 
of term for a lease which, under section 65 of the Conveyancing 
and Law of Property Act, 1881, can be enlarged into a fee 
simple. In many cases the person who has happened to be im 
possession at the date of expiration of the lease by effluxion 
of time has quietly held on for another twelve years, and 80 
gained a statutory title under the Limitation Acts. Occasionally, 
when there has been no claim for rent by the representatives of 
the original lessor, and the person in possession when the term 
is drawing to an end seems likely to be able eventually to gain @ 
title under the Limitation Acts, this chance of acquiring the fee 
simple has been rudely destroyed by the land being compulsorily 
taken under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. This 
happened in Gedye v. Commissioners of Works (1891, 2 Ch. 630). 
That case had to do with claims for compensation in respect of 
land taken for the site of the Royal Courts of Justice in the 
Strand, in 1865. A lease for 300 years had been granted im 
1578 of a field extending from Clement’s-inn to Chancery-lane, 
at a rent of £5 a year. The particular house in question had 
been purchased by Gzprg in 1856, and he had never paid any” 


The value of Gzpra’s interest as leaseholder for a term expiring? 
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in 1878 was paid to him, and the value of the freehold reversion, 
some £700, was paid into court, though Gsprm claimed_ it. 
Twelve years after 1878 the £700 was again claimed by Guprr’s 
representative or successor in title—no other claim by anyone 
having been put forward—on the ground that the money should 
be treated as the land, and that the statutory title under the 
Limitation Acts, which would have been acquired had the land 
remained land instead of being converted into money, should be 
recognized as having been gained by Gzpys or his successor. The 
Court of Appeal declined to take this view, and held that Gzprz 
was not entitled to the fund representing the freehold reversion, 
which was thus lost to him through the accident of the land being 
wanted for the Law Courts. Recently, another 300 years’. lease 
has turned up, this time at Canterbury, and in this case the 
reversioners—the Corporation of Canterbury—came ‘by, their 
own, and regained possession of their land: see Corporation of 
Canterbury v. Cooper (Times, 2nd July). - Here the lease had 
been granted in 1599 by the corporation at a rent of 8d, a 
year. No rent, had been paid until the year 1891, when the 
corporation awakened to their rights so far as to demand 2s. 
for three years’ rent. This claim was resisted, and finally settled 
by the corporation agreeing to give the person then in possession 
a new lease for her life rent free. This lease, however, turned 
out to be technically invalid under the Municipal Corporations 
Act, 1882, and the corporation then took proceedings before the 
expiration of twelve years from 1899, the date of the lease expir- 
ing by effluxion of time, and recovered possession of the premises 
in the county court. An appeal by the defendant failed, and 
the Court of Appeal held that the corporation were entitled to 
recover possession. 


Corroboration of an Accomplice, 


Wuen THE Criminal Appeal Act was passing through Parlia- 
ment its opponents argued that it would be sufficient to allow 
an appeal on questions of law only. The case of BR. v. Gerald 
Tate, whose conviction was quashed on Friday in last week, 
furnishes a curious vindication of the wisdom of the promoters 
of the Act in resisting this suggestion. The facts of the case 
are unreportable owing to the nature of the crime, but the legal 
issues can be easily extracted. The principal witness was no 
doubt in law an accomplice of the prisoner, but the judge at the 
trial does not appear to have so regarded him, and he did not 
give to the jury the usual caution respecting the evidence of 
accomplices. In fact, he asked the jury, “ Are you going to rely 
on the evidence of this witness or on the evidence of the 
prisoner? The question depends on which you will believe.’’ 
Now it is clear that under the old law 2. v. Tate could not have 
been brought under review, even if the judge had been willing to 
state a case for the Court for Crown Cases Reserved. The same 
legal issue in all essentials was actually raised in R. v. Stubbs 
(1855, D. & P. 555), where the court held that they could not 
interfere, on the ground that the rule that a jury should not 
convict on the unsupported evidence of an accomplice is a rule 
of practice only, and not a rule of law. The question raised in 
Tate’s case was neither one of law, nor of fact, nor of mixed law 
and fact, but it was included within the wisely general words of 
the recent Act—*“ any other ground which appears to the court 
to be a sufficient ground of appeal.’? The Lord Chief Justice 
quoted with approval the following extract from the judgment 
of Mr. Justice Cavs in Re Meunier (1894,.2 Q. B. 415) :—* It 
is not the law that a prisoner must necessarily be acquitted in 
the absence of corroboration of the evidence of his accomplice. 

I know of no power to withdraw the case from the jury 
for want of such corroboration, and I know of no power‘to set 
aside a verdict of guilty on that ground.”” But the Lord‘ Chief 
Justice proceeded to say that Mr. Justice Cavz’s statement 
required to be supplemented by a. proper direction to the jury 
in the usual form: ¢.e., that it was competent for them to find 
the prisoner guilty on the unsupported testimony of an accom- 
plice, but that great caution should be exercised by them in such 
a case. The Lord Chief Justice added that the court would not 
have quashed the conviction in the case at bar, notwithstanding 
the defective direction of the judge, if they had thought that 





of the accomplice ; but that, in that case, they would have availed 
themselves of the proviso which enabled them to dismiss an 
appeal if they considered that no substantial miscarriage of 
justice had actually occurred. 


Silence as Evidence of Guilt. 


In THE same case it was argued that the fact that the prisoner 
made no reply when he was charged with the crime was sufficient 
corroboration of the accomplice, and R. v. Cramp (14 Cox, 390) 
was cited. But the Lord Chief Justice, while allowing that 
“there are cases where non-denial may be strong corroboration.” 
distinguished R. v. Cramp on the ground that it went much 
further than the case at bar. It may be added that the law on 
the subject is best laid down by the Court of Appeal im 
Wiedemann v. Wal: (1891,°2 Q. B. 534), and especially in 
the judgment of Lord: Justice Bows, the gist of which is con- 
tained in the following passage :—*“ There must be some limita- 
tion placed upon the doctrine that silence when a charge is made 
amounts to evidence of an admission of the truth of the charge. 
The limitation is, I think, this: Silence is not evidence of an 
admission unless there are circumstances which render it more 
probable that a man would answer the charge made against him 
than that he would not.”’ 


The Liability of French Innkeepers. 


Tue wianitity of keepers of inns and hotels in France for the 
protection of the goods of a guest from theft appears to be sub- 
stantially the same as the common law liability of English inn- 
keepers. Under section 1,953 of the Code Civil they are respon- 
sible for the stealing or damage of the property of the traveller, 
whether the robbery was committed or the damage was caused 
by the domestics and officers of the establishment or by strangers 
going and coming within the inn. But the French law, as con- 
tained in sections 1,341 to 1,348 of the Code, requires, as a 
general rule, that a deposit of goods shall be proved by docu- 
mentary evidence, and, although it allows an exception in the 
case of the goods of those who are guests in an inn, the suffi- 
ciency of the proof by oral evidence must depend upon 
the condition of the parties and the circumstances of the case. 
In a case recently tried before the First Chamber of the Tribunal 
of the Seine, the plaintiff, a wealthy American lady who had 
made many visits to France, had occupied with her children 
during three weeks a sitting room and three bedrooms in one 
of the principal hotels in the Place de 1’Etoile, at Paris. Qne 
evening, after leaving the dinner table, she found that her jewel 
box had been opened and emptied. Some person, according to 
her statement, must have availed himself of her absence at 
dinner to carry off her jewels, which were of the value of 35,000 
francs, together with 3,000 francs in bank notes. She accordingly 
brought her action to recover 38,000 francs as damages from the 
proprietor of the hotel. The defence was that the proof of the 
theft was insufficient, and that an enquiry by the police had 
obtained no affirmative evidence in corroboration of the testimony 
of the plaintiff. The court held that the proof of the larceny was 
insufficient, and dismissed the action, with costs. We can hardly 
think that an English jury would have taken the same view. 
! The credibility of the plaintiff does not appear to have been 
attacked, and her account of the circumstances under which the 
jewellery was lost made it appear that theft was the more pro- 
bable explanation of the loss. 


|Australian Commonwealth Constitution. 


Accorprxe to a cablegram in the daily papers, the High Court’ 
‘of Australia, by a majority of three judges to two, has decided 
that an Excise Tariff Act by the Commonwealth Parlia- 
‘ment is invalid on the four following grounds: (1) That the Act 
is outside the power of taxation conferred by the Constitution ; 
(2) That it contravenes section 55 of the Constitution, by which - 
a Taxation Act must not contain anything else ; (3) That it inter- 
feres directly with matters reserved exclusively to the States by 
the Constitution ; (4) That it discriminates between States. The: 


defendants in the proceedings were manufacturers of : ultural 
implements. The Act referred to is evidently the “ Excise Tariff, 





there was in fact any substantial corroboration of the evidence 


'1906,”’ which imposes excise dutiés on certain egricultural imple- 
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ments, such as ploughs, harvesters, winnowers, &c. After im- 
posing the duties, section 2 proceeds: “Provided that this Act 
shall not apply to goods manufactured by any person in any part 
of the Commonwealth under conditions as to remuneration of 
labour which ’’ have been held “ fair and reasonable ”’ by certain 
public authorities. Section 55 of the Constitution, referred to 
above, enacts : “ Laws imposing taxation shall deal only with the 
imposition of taxation, and any provision therein dealing with 
any other matter shall be of no effect.’” The inclusion of the 
wages provisions in the taxing Act is a technical difficulty that 
ould be got over by passing another Act, but the other grounds 
on which the Act is held invalid are more serious, and it will 
apparently require an amendment of the Constitution to enable 
these provisions to become the subject of a valid statute. The 
cabled message adds, “no appeal is possible,’’ so that the fact 
of two out of the five judges dissenting has not been deemed 
sufficient ground for the High Court to allow an appeal to the 
Privy Council under section 74 of the Constitution. 


A ‘*Latin Information.’’ 

In an article in the Literary Supplement of the Times, review- 
ing the new work of Mr. Gzoraz Sruart Ropertson on Civil 
Proceedings by and against the Crown, the writer observes that 
many lawyers, if they were asked to explain the nature of a 
“Latin information,’’ would be obliged to confess that they 
knew no more of the matter than of the law of Russia. Latin 
informations, or informations at law, are instituted on behalf of 
the Crown by the Attorney-General for the purpose of recovering 
money or other chattels, or to obtain redress for a private wrong 
by which the property of the Crown is affected, and are distin- 
guished from English or equity informations, the object of which 
is to obtain an account or other equitable relief from public 
servants or other persons, though they have been from time to 
time used in the case of claims to foreshore and other lands. 
The information is called an English information just as a bill 
addressed to the Court of Chancery was sometimes called an 
“English bill’’ in order to distinguish it from the proceedings 
in suits within the ordinary jurisdiction of that court as a court 
of common law, which latter, though now in the English 
language, were anciently in the French or Norman tongue and 
afterwards in the Latin, whereas bills in Chancery were always 
—or, at least, from very early times—preferred in the English 

langyage. We understand that several hundreds of these 
“Latin informations ’’ are annually filed in the Crown office. 
Our readers need not be reminded of 4 Geo. 2, c. 26, by which 
it was enacted that after 1733 all proceedings in any courts of 
justice in England should be in the English tongue and not in 


Latin or French. 


Solicitor Baronets. 
OUR SURMISE last week as to the number of rolicitor baronete 
was incorrect. A correspondent reminds us that the Law List 
contains the names of two others besides Sir G. H. Lewis and 
Sir R. W. PeErKs—namely, Sir P. F. Rosk and Sir W. L. Napier, 


to whom our apologies are due. 








“ Executors as Such.” 


Tus vexed question whether an appointed fund passes to 
executors as such, and consequently whether estate duty on the 
fund is payable out of the fund itself or out of the residue, came 
again before the court for the tenth time in Re Hadley (reported 
elsewherc), and this time it fell to the lot of Parxgr, J., to decide 
the questiou. 

Up till then there had been four decisions in favour of the 
view that the fund did not pass to the executor as such and five 
decisions to the contrary, the judges being equally divided, three 
being for and three against. The first case Re Treasure (1900, 


2 Ch. 648) was decided by Kexewicn, J., in favour of the former 
view on the ground that the executors do not take the appointed 
fund by virtue of their office, but because the donee of the power 
must be considered to have appointed the property to the 
executors as trustees. 


It was not, however, necessary to decide 








the point in that case, and Bucx.ay, J., in a subsequent case 
said he was unable to follow the reasoning upon which the dictum 
was based. In Re Maddock (1901, 2 Ch. 372) Kexewicn, J., 
simply followed his own decision in Re Treasure without 
comment. Then came Re Power (1901, 2 Ch. 659) in which 
Brrng, J., took the same view on somewhat different grounds. 
The judgment is a little difficult to summarize, but the learned 
judge seems to have decided the case on the ground that, prior 
to the passing of the Act 23 Vict. c. 15, the appointed fund was 
not subject to probate duty; that the effect of that Act was to 
make the appointed fund liable to probate duty, but not to cause 
that to pass to the executor as such which had not previously so 
passed; that estate duty was analogous to probate duty, and 
that there was no suggestion of any intention in the Finance Act 
to alter the incidence of duty in respect of appointed funds. In 
the next case, Re Dodson (1907, 1 Ch. 284), Warrineton, J., 
simply adopted the judgment of Brryz, J., in Re Power without 
giving any reasons. It will be seen, therefore, that Re Power 
was practically the only reasoned decision in favour of the view 
that the fund did not pass to the executor as such. 

On the other hand, in Re Moore (1901, 1 Ch. 691), and again 
in Re Dixon (1902, 1 Ch. 248, 257), Bucxuey, J., held that an 
appointed fund did pass to the executor as such, on the ground 
that the executor’s right is a right to recover, not as an 
appointee, but as executor, adversely to the appointees by virtue 
of his right as executor to avoid pro tanto the beneficial dis- 
position of the property which the appointer in fact makes. In 
Re Fearnsides (1903, 1 Ch. 250), and again in Re Creed (1905, 
W. N. 94), Swinren Eapy, J., came to the same conclusion, hold- 
ing that assets which a person rightly receives as executor are 
assets which pass to him as executor within the meaning of the 
Finance Act, 1894, s. 8 (3), even though not strictly speaking 
assets to which he is entitled virtute oficii. In Re Orlebar (1908, 
1 Ch. 136) Nevitue, J., followed the decisions of Buckigy and 
Swinren Eapy, JJ., and held that the duty was payable out of 
the general personal estate. He saw no reason to suppose that 
the Finance Act intended to keep alive for the purpose of 
estate duty the distinction between legal and equitable assets 
now for most purposes obsolete. He also pointed out, as Swinren 
Eapy, J., had already done in Re Fearnsides, that if you applied 
the restricted meaning to the words “as such,’’ you got the 
result that, though the executor was accountable for the duty, he 
was not liable for it, because the appointed fund was not assets 
received by him as executor. 

It will be seen, therefore, that, prior to the decision in Re 
Hadley, the weight of authority was in favour of the view 
that the appointed fund passed to the executor as such, and, 
therefore, that estate duty was payable out of the general per- 
sonal estate. The reasoning of the decisions to this effect is not 
altogether convincing, though it may commend itself to common 
sense if you leave out of sight the probability that the Finance 
Act was not intended to alter the incidence of the duty. On the 
other hand, it may be said that it is equally improbable that the 
Act intended to keep alive for the purpose of estate duty the 
distinction between legal and equitable assets. But it would be 
idle to discuss probabilities. The result of a review of the 
authorities above referred to is that, though a majority of the 
cases support the view that the fund passes to the executor 
as such, the weight of reasoning seems to be in favour of an 
opposite conclusion. 

In this state of things Re Hadley came before Parxsr, J., on 
the 2nd of July, and he decided in favour of the view taken by 
Byrne, J., in Re Power, and very much on the same lines. There 
are now, therefore, five cases each way, but there are now four 
judges against three in favour of the view taken by Panxzr, J., 
and in our opinion the reasoning is in favour of that view. We 
are inclined, therefore, to think that Re Hadley concludes the 
matter, and we should be surprised if the judges of the Court 
of Appeal, when, if ever, the question comes before them, differed 
from the opinions of Brrwz and Parker, JJ. The question, how- 
ever, is one which the Legislature ought to deal with on broad 
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between legal and equitable assets and a construction of the 
Finance Act which really involves the same distinction. In 
these days the payment of duty ought not to depend on the fine 
or indefinable distinction between executors as such and 


executors virtute offictt. 








The Police Commission Report. 


Tae Report of the Royal Commission upon the duties of the 
Metropolitan Police is a document of the greatest interest and 
importance to the public and to all who are concerned in the ad- 
The 


ministration of the law or the regulation of the streets. 
Commission was appointed in May, 1906, “to inquire into and 
report upon the duties of the Metropolitan Police in dealing with 
cases of drunkenness, disorder, and solicitation in the streets, and 
the manner in which those duties are discharged, with powers 
to make recommendations thereon.” An Act of Parliament was 
passed soon afterwards giving the Commissioners powers for en- 
forcing the attendance of witnesses, examining them on oath, 
compelling the production of documents and so forth, vesting in 
the Commissioners the powers practically of the High Court. The 
names of the Commissioners are a guarantee of the thoroughness 
and impartiality of the Report. 

The inquiry resolved itself in two general questions : (1) What 
are the duties of the police in dealing with cases coming within 
the three classes of offences referred to? (2) In what manner are 
those duties discharged by the police? A large number of 
witnesses were examined. The Commissioners as a rule 
examined the witnesses themselves, but allowed any person to be 
represented by solicitor or counsel where it was reasonable that 
he should be so represented ; though such advocates were not 
invited to address the Commissioners, but usually were allowed 
only to examine or cross-examine on their clients’ behalf. Bya 
public announcement, which appeared in all the newspapers, 

rsons with any information to give or complaints to make were 
invited to communicate with the secretary in order that arrange- 
ments might be made for them to appear before the Commission. 
It is rather remarkable that no public bodies, neither the London 
County Council nor the Council of any Metropolitan Borough, 
made any representations on the matters referred to the Com- 
mission. Three societies, however (to one of which reference will 
be made more fully later), did make representations. 


_In an introduction to the Report there is a mass of informa- 
tion as to the history and constitution of the Metropolitan 
Police. It appears that the total strength of the force is 17,743 
men. The first part of the general Report gives an account 
of the duties of the police in dealing with cases of the offences 
in question. Some of these duties are imposed upon them as 
constables by the Common Law ; others are imposed upon them 
by Statute ; while others are imposed upon them by the regnla- 
tions of the Chief Commissioner. With re to drunkenuess, 
it 18 provided by section (1) of the Licensing Act, 1902, that 
any person found drunk in any highway or public place who 
appears to be incapable of taking care of himself may be 
apprehended, This seems to be the least offence of this nature ; 
several other Acts deal with drunkenness accompanied by 
aggravating circumstances. With regard to disorder, many 
tatutes contain provisions, some of these giving power to arrest 
without creating any offence. Thus section 7 of the Metropolitan 
Police Act, 1829, gives power “to apprehend all loose, idle, and 
disorderly persons ” whom the constable shall have “ just cause 
of suspecting of any evil designs.” When a person is arrested 
under this section and brought before a magistrate, the only 
thing the magistrate can do is to bind him over to keep the 
peace. One of the most useful provisions is that contained in 
section 54 of the Metropolitan Police Act, 1839, to the effect 
that every person who shall use any insulting words or behaviour 
whereby a breach of the peace may be occasioned may be 
arrested by any constable within whose view the offence is com- 
a With regard to solicitation, there are several enactments 
ae with offences by “common prostitutes.” The difficulty 
0 ing with women urder these provisions lies in the neces- 
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a common prostitute, This difficulty is in many cases evaded by 
charging a woman merely with insulting behaviour under section 
54 of the Act of 1839, above referred to. Itis also possible under 
that section to deal with solicitation of women by men, which is 
not expressly provided for by any Statute. Anyone who thinks of 
the ahion must be impressed with the largeamount of discretion 
which must be shown by any constable in dealing with these 
offences. It is almost impossible to define drunkenness. It is 
often a question of degree; as it also is whether a person under 
the influence of drink may fairly be said to be incapable of taking 
care of himself. The words of the Statutes constituting the 
offence are extremely he ory We find, therefore, in the Instruc- 
tion Book (commonly called the “ White Book”), a copy of which 
is supplied to every member of the force, that the necessity of 
the utmost discretion in exercising their powers with regard to 
street offences is strongly impressed upon every constable. It 
is pointed out by the Commissioners how much more difficult the 
exercise of proper discretion in regard to street offences is than in 
regard to indictable crimes. 

he second part of the Report deals with the manner in which 

the police perform their duties. This is of course an extremely 
important part of the Report. The Commissioners seem to have 
afforded every opportunity of bringing matters of complaint 
before them to every person who gave any substantial reason 
why he should be heard. The Report says: “The more one 
reflects on the character and the extent of the constable’s duties, 
and the conditions under which they have to be exercised, the 
more one feels that in order to make a man a really efficient 
constable a somewhat rare combination of mental and physical 
powers, which can ay be found in a comparatively small 
percentage of the total male population of the country, is 
required. The force acts by and through individual 
constables. The position of a constable in the police 
force differs greatly from that of the private soldier or the 
artisan. A constable is as a rule placed alone, to perform his 
duty {on one or more beats or patrols, . . . However 
difficult and novel may be the circumstances which confront him 
in the course of his ordinary duties, he has, unless the matter 
brooks delay, to decide instantly, and on his own responsibility, 
whether they call or not for his interference.” 
The Commissioners also point out that the policeman’s business 
is a highly dangerous occupation ; and the statistics show that. 
about one-sixth of the force are injured annually in the e#cu- 
tion of their duty. Among the many witnesses examined were 
a large number of the Metropolitan Police magistrates. We are 
glad to see that, aga rule, the relation between magistrates 
and police are all that can be desired, and that these learned 
gentleman, who “have such large opportunities of becoming ac- 
quainted with the police, have formed so bigh an opinion of their 
general good conduct and capacity. To our regret, however, we 
find that one of the magistrates seems to have a certain bias 
against the force, to assume too hastily that complaints of mis- 
conduct made by members of the public against constables are well 
founded, and to differ from every other istrate in his relation 
to the Chief Commissioner. Among the societies which were repre- 
sented before the Commission were a body calling themselves “‘ The 
Police and Public Vigilance Society,” which seems to exist for 
the purpose of calling public attention to excesses and irregular- 
ities on the part of the — The secretary of this society 
made sweeping charges of perjury, insobriety, and general mis- 
conduct. The strong bias of this society and its secretary rome 
the police is obvious to anyone reading the Report; and is so 

ronounced as to quite destroy the value of the testimony given 
by them. A very large number of cases were investi , and 
it is remarkable in most of them how well the conduct of the 
police was able to stand the closest examination. 


The third part of the Report consists of conclusions and recom= 
mendations. It is satisfactory after so full an investigation to 
find the Commissioners coming to this general conclusion : ‘We 
have no hesitation in coming to the conclusion that the Metro- 
litan Police Force, as a whole, discbarge their duties in connec. 
tion with the three classes of offences mentioned in our terms o 

reference with honesty, discretion and efficiency.” It is point 





tity of proving that a woman charged with solicitation is in fact 


out that wben a person is charged before 4 magistrate and” 
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acquitted it by no means follows that there has been any kind of 
improper conduct on the part of the arresting constable. The 
ee are bound to give a prisoner the benefit of the doubt ; 
and in dealing with trivial offences, where there is any serious 
conflict of evidence they are very free in giving this benefit, and 
really exercise quasi paternal powers. After investigating a 
eat many cases, and expressly referring to three of them, the 
Einahaieners report : “ We believe that probably in nearly all 
the cases in which the magistrate dismisses a case, and in which 
an accusation of wrongful arrest is brought against the constable, 
if the matter were investigated, circumstances analogous to those 
disclosed in these three cases would be found to exist, and that 
the instances in which a constable arrests a person with malice 
prepense would be so rare and exceptional as not to afford any 
round at all for a generalisation adverse to the integrity of the 
etropolitan Police.” They further say :,‘ We think we may 
safely say that upon the whole the Metropolitan Police steer with 
remarkable skill for the middle line between fussy and 
over-zealous intervention, on the one hand, and timid or 
negligent inactivity on the other.” As to charges of illtreat- 
ment of prisoners and unnecessary violence in making arrests, 
the Commissioners say that it is quite possible that some 
constables may give unnecessary pain to prisoners; but it is 
pointed out that the business of aconstable is a rough one, and 
that it is unreasonable to expect that at all times and under all 
circumstances policemen should measure with nicety the amount 
of force necessary to be used. As a rule, however, the Com- 
missioners are satisfied that the police effect apprehensions with 
no unnecessary violence, and that the charges of cruelty brought 
against the force by the society above referred to and others 
were without foundation. With regard to drunkenness, the Com- 
missioners point out that persons arrested by the police resent a 
charge of this offence very greatly as compared with a charge 
of disorderly conduct. This they put down partly to the im- 
proved tone of society as to intemperance, but chiefly to the fact 
that employers attach much more importance than formerly to 
their servants being sober. The statutory provisions in regard 
to drunkenness are reported to be adequate. No fault in general 
is found with the conduct of the police, but the difficulty of 
defining and detecting drunkenness is pointed out and certain 
recommendations are made. With regard to disorder, the police 
are said to habitually deal with the offences in an entirely proper 
manper. 

Difficult as the duties of the police are in dealing with drun- 
kenness, their duties in regard to solicitation by women are 
said to be still more difficult. The Commissioners report that they 
“exercise these powers with adequate zeal and activity, and at 
the same time with a remarkably high degree of intelligence, 
caution, and gentleness. Aware of the serious con- 
sequences to an honest and chaste woman which may be caused 
by the mere fact of being put upon her trial for a disgraceful 
offence, they only arrest a woman after cautious observation with 
a view to ascertaining with as much certainty as possible, 
her true character.” With regard to bribery by prostitutes, 
the Commissioners say that there is no ground for believing that 
there has existed, or now exists, any systematic bribery of this 
sort, and that isolated instances are very infrequent. With 
regard to bookmakers, it must be remembered that these persons 
have command, very often, of large sums of money and are able 
to tempt constables to an extent which in some cases must be 
irresistible. It is therefore not surprising to read in the Report 
that the force cannot as a whole be absolved altogether from the 
charge of receiving money from bookmakers. It is satisfactory, 
however, to be assured that there is no reason for believing that 
such bribery has been carried on according to any organised 
system. With regard to the sobriety of the police, the Report 
may almost be said to betray indignation on the part of the Com- 
missioners at the reckless charges made by the society already 
referred to. They say that the Chief Commissioner is to be 
congratulated upon the sobriety of the force and on the fact that 
cases of any constable being drunk while on duty are extremely 
rare. As to the general truthfulness of constables, the Report 
is very emphatic in saying that the police are ‘quite as trust- 
worthy witnesses as those of any other class. 





The Commissioners recommend, with regard to the method of 
inquiring into complaints by private persons against the police, 
that such enquiries should not be made by any officer of the 
division to which the accused constable belongs. They should 
be conducted by a special officer, acting directly under the Chief 
Commissioner, who should be duly qualified by a knowledge of 
the law and experience in legal proceedings. The complainant 
and accused should have aright to examine and cross-examine 
witnesses before this officer ; and he should report to the Chief 
Commissioner his decision on the complaint. This is rather a 
novel suggestion, but we believe it would work well. Itis to be 
noticed that such an inquiry would be no hindrance whatever to 
any complainant taking ordinary proceedings against a constable 
for any offence for which he might be criminally responsible. 

With regard to the reports on particular cases investigated by 
the Commissioners, the conduct of the police is said to have been 
correct in the majority of the cases. In some there was mis- 
conduct or errors of judgment ; but in so large a body of men 
there must be some black sheep. We only desire to refer to 
one of these cases, in view of the popular outcry it raised at 
the time. We refer to that of “Madame D’ANGELy.” The 
Report says: “The case of Eva D’ANGELY turned out to be 
one of the most ordinary type. She was undoubtedly a foreign 
prostitute living under the protection of a souteneur, whom she 
falsely described in the police court as her husband.” So much 
for the fierce indignation so recklessly expressed at the con- 
duct of the police to this respectable married woman! In con- 
clusion, we sum up the whole matter by quoting some of the last 
words of the general Report: “The Metropolitan Police Force 
is entitled to the confidence of all classes of the community.” 
After that what more need be said ? 








Reviews. 
Lord Halsbury’s Laws of England. 


Tue Laws or ENGLAND: BEING A COMPLETE STATEMENT OF THE 
Wuorr Law or Encianp. By the Right Honourable the Earn 
or Hausspury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain 
1885-86, 1886-92, and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. VotumE IL: 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY, BARRISTERS, BASTARDY, BULLS OF 
Excuance. Butterworth & Co. 

In reviewing the first volume of this work we pointed out that the 
scheme which its projectors had in view was to be carried into effect 
by dividing the whole domain of law into a moderate number ; of 

bjects, and by furnishing a full treatise on each. Consequently, 

each volume might be expected to contain only a small number of 
articles ; but these would cover completely the particular subject: 
This scheme is conspicuously exemplified by the second volume, 
which contains only four heads, namely, *Renkvupter and In- 
solvency,” “ Barristers,” ‘“ Bastardy,” and “Bills of Exchange, 
Promissory Notes, and Negotiable Instruments,” and the result is 
that on these the practitioner is furnished with a full statement of 
the law, in which conciseness and the inclusion of all relevant 
statutes and authorities have been alike studied. As regards Bank- 
ruptey and Bills of Exchange the law is of course to a large extent 
statutory, and in the appropriate sections in the text the provisions 
of the statutes are produced ; not necessarily in the exact language 
of the statutes, but with sufficient fulness to exhibit fully their 
effect. The statement, for instance, of the provisions of section 55 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, with regard to disclaimer of leaseholds 
and other onerous property, shew a very close adherence to the 
language of the statute, and it would be “Cifficult otherwise to give 
their effect. But the general scheme is to give the substance of the 
law rather than the language of particular statutes ; and this was 
probably the most convenient course to adopt. The use of the work 
cannot exempt the practitioner from the necessity of consulting the 
statutes themselves, but he may rely on it to give him their full 
effect. 

The text of the work is confined to the statement of the actual 
law, whether es or otherwise. The authorities are coll 
in the footnotes, and these will give the practitioner full guidance as 
to the latest decisions on the various points dealt with. The subject 
of fraudulent preference (p. 279), for instance, may be selected as an 
example of the manner in which a rule of law, based originally om 
the statute, is worked out by the help of the authorities, so a8 
exhibit clearly and accurately the actual state of the law; an 
another instance will be found in the statement (p. 32) of the eir- 
cumstances under which there is such a notice of suspension 
payment as to constitute an act of bankruptcy, a question. 0 
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yractical difficulty. 
Lockensis, one of the Official Referees, and Mr. - 
Atkinson, assisted by other gentlemen; Mr. H. C. A. Bingley, 
Secretary to the General Council of the Bar, and Mr. J. R. v 
Marchant have contributed the article on “Barristers”; that on 
“Bastardy” is by Sir Albert de Rutzen, Chief Magistrate of the 
Metropolis, and Mr. A. W. Baker Welford ; and that on “ Bills of 
Exchange,” by Mr. Kenneth E. Chalmers, has been revised by Sir 
M. D. Chalmers; the part on Stamp Duties being by Mr. F. 
Washington Kingdon, of the Inland Revenue Department. it may be 
noticed that in regard to bills payable to a fictitious person (Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882,s. 7 (3)), a reference has been introduced to 
North and South Wales Bank v. Macbeth, the latest case on the 
subject. The volume is supplied with a full table of statutes and 
table of cases, and there is a copious index. Moreover, numerous 
sub-headings, with cross-references, indicate where subjects alpha- 
betically falling in the present volume, but treated under other heads; 
are to be found. All this apparatus increases the labour of the 
editors and the publishers, but is of great value to practitioners. 


Books of the Week. 

An Analysis of Williams on the Law of Real Property, for the Use 
of Students. By A. M. Wiisnere, LL.B, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 

A Practical Handbook on the Land Laws of New Zealand. By 
T. F. Martrn, Barrister. Whitcombe & Tombs (Limited). 

The Law of Joint Stock Companies under the Companies Acts, 
1862-1907, with Hints for Forming a Company. By James WALTER 
Smiru, Esq., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 

The Humane Review, July, 1908. Ernest Bell, 


This article is the work of Mr. M. Muir 
E. H. Tindal 











Correspondence. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—I think that the decisions of the Court of Appeal reported in 
the 7imes of the 4th inst. on the form of a bankruptcy notice are 
reducing section 143 of the Act of 1883 to a dead letter. 

In one case a receiving order has beey set aside because out of an 
amount of £984 7s. 1d., £1 5s. 6d. was in reality in excess of what 
was actually due, and in another case because a bankruptcy notice 
founded on a county court judgment required the debtor to pay 
the amount of the judgment to the creditor rather than to the 
registrar of the county court, to whom by the form of the judgment 
the debt ought to have been paid. 

Section 143 says that no proceeding in be ees we shall be in- 
validated by any formal defect or by any irregularity unless the 
court before which an objection is made to the eding is of 
opinion that substantial injustice has been caused , the defect or 
ssregularity and that the injustice cannot be remedied by an order of 

e court. 

I should have thought that in the first case the short answer to the 
objection would have been, pay £984 7s. 1d. less £1 5s. 6d., and in 
the second case pay the registrar or pay the amount into court. It 
really seems now that we are getting back to the days before the 
Common Law Procedure Act when the state of the record was more 
important than the rights of the parties. I wish the mantle of 
Bowen, L.J., could descend upon the present members of the Court 
of Appeal when they are deciding bankruptcy cases. 

52, Coleman-street, London, E.C., July 6. E. T. HarGraves. 


[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
’ House of Lords. 


KYDD v. LIVERPOOL WATCH COMMITTEE. 18th May; 2nd July. 


Porice—Penston—Appean To. QuARTER.Sgsstons—SpeciaL Case FOR 
High Court—EnactMgntT THAT ORDER OF QUARTER Sessions SHALL BE 
Finat—Potice Acr,, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 45), 9. 11. 


The court has no jurisdiction to entertain’ a spe 
quarter sessions on the appeal to them with regard to a police con- 
stable’s pension under section 11 of the Police Act, 1890, since by the 
provision of that section the order of quarter sessione is final. 

n of Court of Appeal (51 Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnar, 590; 1907, 
2K. B. 591) reversed. : 

Westminster’ City Council v. Gordon Hotels (1907, 1 X. B. 910) 
followed. 


Appeal by the appellant to quarter sessions from: a decision of the 











ial case stated by | 


n 








Court of Appeal in favour of the Watch Committee. The appellant, 
who had obtained leave to in forma pauperis, was a police 
sergeant in the Liverpool police force, and on his retirement he claimed 
a pension of two-thirds of £147 7s. 10d. per annum as of right under 
section 11 of the Police Act, 1890. His claim was disallowed by the 
Watch Committee, and he appealed to quarter sessions. The appeal came 
on before the Recorderof Liverpool (now Pickford, J.), who gave judg- 
ment in his favour, but on the iy rye of the Watch el 
stated a case for the opinion of High Court. When the special 
case came on for hearing before the Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, 
C.J., and Darling and Phillimore, JJ.) a preliminary objection’ was 
taken on behalf o: the constable that the decision of quarter sessions 
in such a question as this was final, and that the court had no juris- 
diction to review the same or to entertain the special case. The court 
took that view, and dismissed the appeal of the Watch Committee on 
that ground. The Court of Appeal reversed that decision, and remitted 
the case for hearing to the Divisional Court. The constable 

te their Lordships’ bar. 

Tue Hovss having taken time, 

Lord Lorgsurn, C., read a judgment in which he said that in his 
opinion the section intended to make, and did make, the decision of 
the court of quarter sessions final. Therefore there was no jurisdiction 
to entertain an ap 1g Bp | of special case. Accordingly be moved 
that this appeal should lowed, with costs. 

The Earl of Hatssury and Lords AsHpourne and Roserrson con- 
curred, and the appeal was therefore allowed, with costs.—Counsegt, 


Danckwertz, K.C., and Leslie Seott; Avory, K.C., and Rigby Swift. 
Soxscrrors, Pritchard, we an é& Co., for Brighouse, Ry & Co., 
Liverpool; Venn & Co., for Pickmere, Town Clerk, Liverpool. 


[Reported by Exsxrnz Rurp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


POULTON v. ADJUSTABLE COVER AND BOILER BLOCK CO. 
No, 1, 3rd July, . 


Patent—INFRINGEMENT—JUDGMENT FoR INJUNCTION AND INQUIRY AS 
To Damaces—Sussequent Revocation or Parent—Ricur To 
DaMaGEs. 

The Ep f brought an action for infringement of a patent, and 
obtaine ge ane: t for an injunction and an inquiry as to damages. 
During the inquiry the defendants petitioned for revocation of the 
patent upon the ground of prior user, of which they were ignorant at 
the date of the trial, and. u that petition the patent was revoked. 
The inquiry as to damages having proceeded, 

Held, that the defendants wére estopped from denying the validity 
of the patent at the time of the judgment, and that the plaintiff was 
therefore entitled to damages, 

Appeal by the defendants from the judgment of Parker, J. The 
plaintiff brought an action against the defendants for infringement of 
certain letters patent, and the defendants set up as a defence that the 
patent was invalid on the ground of prior user. This defence: failed, 
and, the infringement being admitted, the plaintiff obtained an Mjunc- 
tion and an inquiry as to d Subsequently, the defendants 
discovered other instances of prior user of which they had been 
ignorant at the date of the trial, and they presented a petition for 
revocation of the letters patent. Upon that petition the latters patent 
were revoked. Upon the inquiry as to damages the master made a 
certificate to the effect that, as the letters patent had been revoked, 
the wyng had sustained no damage, but that if the plaintiff was 
entitled to damages, they amounted to £110. Parker, J., held that 
the defendants were estopped from denying the validity of the letters 
patent at the date of the trial, and that therefore the plaintiff was 
entitled to the damages assessed by the master notwithstanding the 
subsequent revocation of the letters | Ey defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (VAvGHAN WILLIAMs, Movtton, and Bucktrey, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal, upon the ground that the judgment in 
the action for infringement of the patent estopped the defendants in 
the action from denying the validity of the patent at the date of the 
trial, that question being res judicata, and the su uent order for 
revocation of the patent’ did not do yy A with that.—Counszt, Bous- 
field, K.C., and Sebastian; A. J. Walter, K.C., and J. H. Gray. 
Soxrcrrors, John Bartlett ; Soames, Edwards, & Jones. 


(Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LORD CHESTERFIELD v. HARRIS. No. 2. 27th June. 


FisHery—PrescripTion—Prorit A Prenpre—FisHERY—FREEHOLDERS 
or Manor—Ruicur ro Take Fis ror 


The law of England does not allow a right to fish without stint and 
for ‘gain in aleno solo to pass as rtenant to land, and it is not 
possible to-find a legal orig for such a right. 

This was an ap from a decision of Neville, J. The action was 
brought by the Earl of Chesterfield and Mrs. Foster, claiming a declara- 
tion that the defendants were not entitled to fish in an, rtion of 
fe River Wye belonging to either of the plaintiffs, and an injunction to 
restrain the defendants from on the lands of the plaintiffs 
and from fishing and ay 6 away from the said portion of the 
river. It appeared that 1 of Chesterfield is tenant for life in 

ion of lands abutting on the River Wye, and his co-plaintiff 
is tenant in fee simple in possession of lands also abutting on the River 
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‘Wye. The lands of the two plaintiffs are situate opposite to each 
other for a distance of about seven miles, from a place called Blackwall 
Ditch to a place called Strangford, or Gorse Acre Gate, in the county 
of Hereford, and the plaintiffs claimed that they are entitled between 
. them to the whole bed of the portion of the River Wye between their 
lands, and that the portion of the river in question is non-tidal _and 
a private stream, and that the plaintiffs are the only persons entitled 
to fish therein. They alleged that the defendants, although repeatedly 
forbidden to do so, persisted in fishing in the said portion of the river 
in question, and had on numerous occasions caught and carried away 
large quantities of salmon and other fish. The defendants, who were 
fishermen and freeholders of the hundred or manor of Wormelow, 
alleged that the whole of the bed of the portion of the River Wye in 
question was within the limits of, and formed part of, the hundred 
or manor of Wormelow ; that they as such freeholders were entitled to 
enjoy as of right and without interruption free fishery or common 
of fishery in the said portion of the River Wye, to whomsoever ee 
ing; that the alleged fishing rights of-the plaintiffs were respectively 
pre Hor to the aforesaid free fishery or common of fishery vested in the 
freeholders of the said hundred or manor of Wormelow, which had 
been for not less than 700 years and was still vested in the lord of 
thé manor of Wormelow ; and that by the custom of the said manor they 
and all others the freeholders thereof whose freeholds were situate in 
any of the parishes or townships adjoining the River Wye had been from 
time immemorial and were still entitled to use and enjoy the said free 
eng Shel common of fishery ; and they counterclaimed for a declaration 
that they were respectively entitled to fish in any portion of the River 
Wye Saleating to the plaintiffs, and an injunction to restrain the 
plaintiffs from interfering with them in the exercise of their said 
right of free fishery or common of fishery in the said portion of the 
River Wye belonging to the plaintiffs. Neville, J., held that the right 
claimed by the defendants was legally capable of proof, and that, this 
being so, it was amply established by the evidence. He therefore dis- 
missed the action with costs. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Buckizy and Kennepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said it was desirable, and, indeed, almost 
necessary with a view to the defendants’ case, to ascertain if possible 
in whom the bed of the river is vested. It was clear that there is a 
presumption that ‘where a river divides two properties the true line of 
division is the middle of the stream, although there may be no reference 
to the mid-stream and no plan to support the presumption. On the 
other hand, it is clear that this is only a presumption, which may be 
rebutted by the contents of the title deeds or by the surrounding circum- 
stances at the date of the conveyances of one or both of the properties. 
In the present case the title deeds of the plaintiffs give no assistance ; 
the plaintiffs substantially rely upon the presumption. The defendants 
seek to rebut the presumption by shewing that this reach of the river 
was within the manor or hundred of Wormelow, the left bank of the 
river being its boundary; and they argue that it is absurd to suppose 
that the lord when he granted land on the right bank to Lord Chester- 
field’s predecessors would have granted one moiety of the river with 
‘that land, thus retaining the other moiety without any means 
of access ; and that it is equally absurd to suppose that he granted the 
Jeft moiety of the stream to Mrs. Foster’s predecessors in title, in 
whose land he had no interest ; and they argue that the only reasonable 
inference is that the lord retained the whole bed. This contention on 
the part of the defendants cannot be supported. The legal presump- 
tion of ownership must prevail. And it is not established that any 

rt_ of the bed of the river in the reach in question is or was vested 
in the lord of the manor of Wormelow. It remains to consider the 
nature and extent of the right claimed by the defendants. 
[After considering the evidence in support of the defendant’s claim, 
his lordship continued :] A careful perusal of the documents, and of 
the evidence of witnesses at the trial, satisfies me that the alleged 
right has been exercised openly, notoriously, and continually, some- 
times by freeholders alone, sometimes with the assistance of men who 
were not freeholders, and has been so exercised not for purposes of 
sport, but for commercial purposes. Large quantities of salmon and 
other fish have been regularly sold at Hereford, Birmingham, and other 
ae. I do not forget that fishing has sometimes been carried on 

y men who were only inhabitants and not freeholders, but I do not 
attach importance to this circumstance. The claim, therefore, is for a 
right to fish without stint and for gain as appurtenant to every free 
tenement in the five parishes ; and the question is whether such a right 
can lawfully exist. It is argued that a grant ought to be presumed 
not to all the freehold tenants together, but a separate grant to each 
tenant with a right to fish without stint in common with all other 
tenants. In the first =" such a right can scarcely be presumed, 
unless it was a grant, first by the lord of the manor of Wormelow; 
second, to tenants of the manor; third, conferring a profit a prendre 
out of the demesne or waste of the manor. But I think that the free- 
holders in Ballingham, which is one of the five parishes, never were 
tenants of the manor of Wormelow; and, further, that the bed of 
the river never was part of the demesne or waste of the manor. In 
the second place, assuming this difficulty to be got over, I think our 
law does not allow such a profit 4 prendre. It is claimed not as a right 
in gross, but as a profit 4 prendre in a que estate, or in other words ag 
a) t to lan Apart from authorities, the very idea of a que 
seems to involve some relation between the needs of the estate 

"or its owner and the extent of the profit d prendre. A right in an indefinite 
“pumber of people to take a profit 4 prendre without stint and for sale 


must tend to the entire destruction of the property. A prescription to be 





unreasonable. Our attention was called to many old authorities upon 
this branch of the law. I do not propose to discuss them in detail, for 
I think two more modern authorities suffice to establish the principles 
by which we are bound. In Clayton v. Corby (5 Q. B. 415) it was held 
that a right to dig and carry away from a close so much clay as was 
at any time required for making bricks at the brick-kiln and at all 
times of the year could not be claimed by prescription as appurtenant 
to the brick-kiln, and was unreasonable and bad. In Bailey v. Stephens 
(12 C. B. N. 8. 91) a claim of a prescriptive right in the owners of 
close A to enter close B and to cut down and carry away and convert 
to their own use all the trees and wood wing and being thereon was 
held void. It was sought to distinguish the present case from all 
former cases on the soeenll that a common of piscary or a right of fishing 
differs from all other rights, such as turbary, estovers, and pasture. 
But there is no foundation in principle for this distinction; and there 
are many dicta which treat common of pi as governed by the same 
rules as other profits @ prendre. I am therefore driven to the conclu- 
sion that the law of England does not allow such an unlimited com- 
mercial right of fishing in alieno solo to pass as appurtenant to land, and 
that it is not possible to find a legal origin for the right. The result is 
that the appeal must be allowed, and judgment entered for the plaintiffs 
substantially in the form claimed in the prayer, but limited to the par- 
ticular parishes in which the plaintiffs’ title has been proved. The 
defendants must pay the costs of the action and of the appeal. 

Bucxtey and Kennepy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, Upjohn, K.C., 
T. T. Methold, and H. 8. Moore; Levett, K.C., Micklem, K.C., and 
J. G. Wood. Soxicrrors, Taylor, Son, & Humbert, for Gwynne James 
& Son, Hereford; Meredith, Roberts & Mills, for Z. Wallis, 
Hereford. 

[Reported by J. I. Srmmuine, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re HADLEY. Parker, J. 2nd July. 


Estate Dury—GeneRaL Power or APPOINTMENT BY Witl—EXERCIss 
or Power—Proprerty Passing To Executor as Svcs. 


Property appointed under a general power of appointment by will 
does not pass to the executor ‘‘as such’? within the meaning of the 
Finance Act, 1894, s. 9, sub-section 1, and consequently estate duty 
is in the absence of any direction to the contrary payable out of the 
appointed fund, and not out of residue. 


Originating summons. Miss Alice Hadley, who died in July, 1906, 
had a general power of appointment by will over a fund of £20,000. 
By her will, after appointing executors and trustees, she appointed the 
fund upon certain trusts therein declared, and she gave ail her real 
and personal property to her trustees upon trust for sale, and out of 
the proceeds of such sale to pay all ee funeral and apne 
expenses and debts, and to divide the residue as therein mentioned. 
The residue was insufficient to pay the funeral and testamentary 
expenses. This summons was taken out by the executors for the 
determination of the question whether the estate duty on the £20,000 
ought to be borne by the appointed fund or by the residue. 

peed J., said : In my opinion, if the Legislature uses in an Act 
of Parliament an expression which at the date of the passing of the 
Act has a well-defined technical meaning, there is a strong presump- 
tion that the expression as used in the Act is intended to bear the 
same technical meaning, though this presumption may, of course, be 
rebutted by intrinsic evidence to the contrary. By the Finance Act, 
1894, the estate duty is charged rateably on all the various properties 
on which it is leviable with the exception of property which passes 
to the executor as such. If, on the assumption that these words bear 
the technical meaning which they would have borne before the Act, 
a good réason can be suggested for this exception, the probability of 
their being intended to bear this meaning is greatly increased. In my 
opinion, such a reason can be suggested. Estate duty takes the place 
of probate duty in respect of all property which was subject to probate 
duty before the Act. The incidence of probate duty was well settled 
on property which passed to the executor as such. It was payable as 
an executorship expense, and borne entirely by the residuary perso 
estate. On property appointed in exercise of a general power it was, 
on the other hand, ro out of the poster rk. fund. But for the 
exception in section Flag the Finance Act, 1894, the incidence of the 
new duty would have been different from the incidence of the probate 
duty. In my opinion, the object of the exception was to prevent this 
result. If, however, the meaning of the expression ‘‘as such” 
extended so as to include property appointed in exercise of a general 
power the incidence of the estate duty will be different from the 
incidence of the probate eo it supersedes. It is impossible 
to suggest any reason why Legislature, while intending to make 
the incidence of estate duty the same as the incidence of probate 
duty as to one class of property, should intend to make it erent 
as to another class of property passing to the executor. The very 
object of the exception, therefore, points to the conclusion that the 
expression ‘‘ passing to executor as such” was intended to be used 
in its technical signification. It is contended, however, that other 
pores of the Act shew a contrary intention, such contention being 
ased mainly upon the words used in section 8 (3). In that section 
the expression ‘‘ assets which he has received as executor’’ refers to 
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good must be reasonable in its nature and certain (see Comyn’s Digest, 
Prescription E, 3 and 4); and such a prescription would be wholly 
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the character in which the assets are received, and not to the way 
in which the executor’s title to receive them has arisen. It seems to 
me that in each of the sections the oe ge adopts the technical 
expression which will most appropriately secure the object in view, 
and that there is no real difficulty in construing either expression as 
having its technical meaning, even though the wo **as executor ”’ in 
one section and ‘‘as such”’ in the other section may not denote. or 
connote precisely the same idea. For these reasons I follow the cases 
of Re Treasure (1900, 2 Ch. 648), Re Maddock (1901, 2 Ch. 372), Re 
Power (1901, 2 Ch. 659), and Re Dodson r Soricrrors’ JournaL, 230; 
1907, 1 Ch. 284), rather than the cases of Re Moore (1901, 1 Ch. 691), 
Re Dizon (1902, 1 Ch. 248), Re Fearnsides (1903, 1 Ch. 250), and Re 
Orlebar (1908, 1 Ch. 136). The next question is whether the estate 
duty payable in respect of property appointed in exercise of a general 
power is a testamentary expense within the meaning of the directions 
contained in the will of the — for the payment of her test» 
mentary expenses out of her residuary estate. On this point it seems to 
me that the decisions are all one way, and that I am not at liberty 
to disregard them. I hold, therefore, that the duty in question is by 
wirtue of this direction payable out of residue.—CounseL, Sheldon, 
Crossman, Tomlin, Luxmoore. Soricrrors, Burton, Yeates, & Co., for 
Johnson & Co., Birmingham; Hadley & Dain; Sharpe, Pritchard, & 
Co., for Porter, Amphlett, & Jones, Conway. 


[Reported by 8S. EB. Wretzame, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re A DEBTOR. Ex parte THE PETITIONING CREDITOR. 
C.A, No. 2, 3rd July. 


Bankruptcy—Bankrvuptcy Notice Founpep on County Courr Jupo- 
MENT—ACCORDANCE WITH THE ERMS OF THE JUDGMENT— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 7. 4, sus- 
section (1) (c); Country Courr Act, 1888, s. 1 BANKRUPTCY 
Rugs, 1886-1890, xr. 136, Form No. 6. 


Where a creditor has obtained judgment in a county court which 
requires the debtor to pay the amount recovered to the Registrar of 
the court, any bankruptcy notice based upon such judgment must 
require the debtor to pay the judgment debt to the registrar of the 
county court, and not to the judgment creditor; otherwise the bank- 
ruptcy notice will be held bad, as not in accordance with the terms 
of the judgment. 


Appeal from the dismissal of a petition on the ground that there was 
no act of bankruptcy, the bankruptcy notice not being in accordance 
with the terms of the judgment. The petitioning creditor had recovered 
judgment against the debtor in the Brompton County Court for 
£93 6s. 2d. By section 105 of the County Courts Act, 1888, all sums 
over £20 recovered in the county courts are required to be paid into 
court, and the form of judgment (Form 151) is so framed as to 
carry out this statutory requirement, and is as follows: ‘‘It is this 
day adjudged that the plaintiff do recover £ against the defendant. 
And it is ordered that the defendant do pay the same to the regi 
of the court on the day of ee .” The petitioning 
creditor, having a judgment in the above form, served a bankruptcy 
notice upon the debtor, requiring payment to himself, and, on_ the 
debtor’s failure of comply therewith, he presented a petition. Upon 
the hearing of the petition the debtor did not dispute the debt or 
the act of bankruptcy, but the registrar took the point that the 
bankruptcy notice was not in. accordance with the terms of the 
judgment, because it required the debtor to pay the amount of the 
judgment to the petitioning creditor instead of to the registrar of the 
county court. He therefore dismissed the petition. The petitioning 
creditor appealed. Counsel for the appellant contended that the form 
of judgment in the county court was severable into two parts, 
the first part, ‘‘It is this day orm that the plaintiff do recover 
£ against the defendant,” being the real judgment ; and the latter 
‘on ordering payment to the registrar, being an order on which a 

nkruptcy notice could not be founded. A notice requiring payment 
to the plaintiff was therefore in accordance with the terms of judgment. 
Further, if the bankruptcy notice is to require payment to the 
registrar of the court, difficulties are sure to arise, use a bank- 
ruptcy notice calls upon the debtor either to pay the debt, or to 
secure or compound for the debt to the satisfaction of the creditor, and 
it has been held that a bankruptcy notice must always give an 
address where the debtor can find the creditor, and pay, secure, or 
compound for the debt to the creditor’s satisfaction. It is clear 
that he cannot secure or compound for the debt at the registrar’s 
office. Counsel for the debtor was not called upon. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—I think that this is a very plain case, and 
that the decision of the registrar was right. The Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, s. 4, sub-section 1 (g), requires a bankrupt notice to be in 
accordance with the terms of the judgment on which it is based. In 
this case the judgment was one for over £20 obtai i 


court, and by section 105 of the County Courts Act, 1888, all moneys 


~ 


recoverable under such judgments shall be paid into court. ‘on- 
sequently, the form in which such judgments are drawn up contains 
term ordering payment of the amount due to the registrar of 
Court. In the present case the bankruptcy notice calls u 
debtor to pay the petitioning creditor personally. That i 
accordance with the terms of the judgment, and when that has 
said, all that is necessary has d 


been said. There is no reason why the 





address of the creditor should not be given, and I think it to 
given. I see no difficulty in Form No. 6 to 
circumstances. Rule 136 directs that a notice shall be 


= Form No. 5 with such variations as = om | “4 
t can easil modified substituting “You m pay ; 
registrar of the County Court os ” for ‘You must 
Cc. D., of X,”’ and if the address of the creditor be given, ei 
the front or the back of the notice, it seems to me then all 
requirements of the Act will have complied with. 

ARWELL and Kennepy, L.JJ., concurred. A dismisséd.— 
Counsst, Hansell; Tindale Davis. Soticrrons, Tippetis; Poole & 


Robinson. 
[Reported by P. M. Faancxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re A DEBTOR. Fx parte THE DEBTOR. C.A. No. 2. 3rd July. © 
Banxeuprcy—Bankrurtcy Notice—Errorn 1x Amount DemanpeD— 
AccorDANcE wir THE TgRMs OF THE JUDGMENT—AMENDMENT OF 
Banxruproy Norice—Banwgxruprcy Acr, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr., 
c. 52), s. 4, sus-smorton (1) (a); s. 143. ; 
Ab notice which demands payment o sum which is 
not due under the judgment upon which ite based is » and cannot 
€ amended. 
Re Bates, Ex parte Lindsey (35 W. R. 668; 4 Morr. 192) overruled. * - 
A from a receiving order on the ground that the 
nctint baie bad, no och off luadoenheg had been committed. An 
had been brought b: pe enip ie ty wv uligg Sawa: fog ~ 
and jedgiant bel tenn given against btor. Upon this j 
the company issued a bankru estie ieaenlion ‘ba t of 
£984 7s. 1d., balance of amount due on the judgment, interest. 
In the margin of the bankruptcy notice particulars of the sum 
demanded were given as follows : 


Fes 


Debt wes ‘es ... £1,430 14 0 
Interest ... abs aan ae 
1,531 17 2 

Credit ... Arts . 64581 
986 9 1 

Further credit ... iia 22 0 
Balance ovis .. £9884 7 1 


In the item of £101 2s. 4d. charged for interest there was admi 
to be an error of £1 15s. 6d. overcharged to the debtor. The 
failed to comply with the requirements of the notice, and a 
petition was thereupon presented against him. Upon the 
the petition, counsel for the debtor objected that the eer ite: | 
notice was not in accordance with the terms of the jud it, as it 
claimed £1 15s. 6d. which was not due from the debtor. 
overruled the objection, holding, 
small one, and that the maxim de 
secondly, that the defect was merely a ‘ 
amended under the powers given to the Court by section 143 of the 
4 tcy Act, 1883; and the decision of Re Bates, Hz founea om hi 
Ww on 


FE 
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. R. 668, 4 Morr. 192). The debtor appealed, and counsel 
half contended that the defect was not a formal one, and 
not be amended, because 


ed the hentavptey notion sulted wpe Se Saar 
to pay a sum which was not due from him at all. He referred to the 


re 
cases of Re Low, Ex parte Argentine Gold Fields (30 W. R. 181; 
1891, 1 Q. B. 147), — Re O. C. wah eae a 2 K. = Pag wh jae 

a bankru notice founded u wo j cannot 
be pecans 2 agin that, cee a Age claimed which is not due 
at all, it is a fortiort a defect which cannot be amended. The registrar. 
had followed the case of Re Bates, Ex parte Lindsey, where amend- 
ment had been allowed of an error in the amount demanded, but that 
case had never been followed, and in Re Miller (10 Morr. 183) » Court 
of equal jurisdiction had evidently desired to avoid following that 
decision. In Re Johnson (25 Ch. D.) ieteeret to by K , LJ.) 
amendment was allowed, but » al the sum was 
incorrect, the particulars annexed showed the correct sum. In two 
unreported cases, one in the Court of A in 1905 and the other 
in the Divisional Court in 1906. notices 

respectively the sums of £2 165s. more was due had been 
held bad and incapable of amendment. Counsel for the creditors con- 
tended that there was merely a slight mistake in the calculation 
the interest due which ought to be amended, and relied on Re 
The emer: Wenham, Ez parte Battens 
2 . . 
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us that it was merely a formal defect, but upon careful consideration I 
cannot accept that contention. I cannot call it a formal defect to claim 
what never was due. It is not suggested that there was any wilful 
attempt to claim a sum which never was due; but, all the same, the 
defect is substantial and not formal. On _ consideration of the 
authorities the point seems really to have been decided for us. It is 
true that in 1 a Divisional Court in Re Bates, Ex parte Lindsey 
allowed the amendment of an error in the amount claimed, but it 
should be noted that in that case the whole amount claimed was 
due, ~any > execution had been stayed as. to a part thereof. That 
case was discussed by another Divisional Court in 1893 in Re Miller, 
when Vaughan Williams, J., expressed the opinion that the judgment 
in Re Bates went very far. In 1904, in He O. C. S8., the Court, of 
Appeal laid down the importance of extremé strictness in dealing with 
re notices, approving the decision in He Collier, Rx parte 
Rylands (8°Morr. 80). In 1905 the Court’ of Appeal, in an unreported 


case, hel a bankruptcy notice bad and refused leave to amend where | 


a sum of £2 15s. was claimed which was not due under the judgment ; 
and in.1906 a Divisional Court came to the same conclusion in a case 
where credit had not been given for a sum of £2. I think it is impos- 
sible to say that this is a mere formal defect, and am of opinion that 
this appeal should be allowed. 7 

Farwett, L.J.—I am of opinion that the words of section 4, sub- 
section 1 (g) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, must be most strictly fol- 
lowed. It is true that section 143 gives power to amend formal 
defeects, but I do not think that it is a mere formal defect 
to include in a_ bankruptcy notice a sum which is not due, 
and which the debtor cannot on the face of the ,bankruptcy 
notice see not to be due. The case of Re. Johnson was 
different, because there the particulars given in the notice showed what 
was the correct sum due, but in the particulars given in the present 
notice there is nothing to show that. I desire to adopt the judgment 
of Bigham, J., in the unreported case in the Divisional Court in 1906, 
where he expressed his dissent from Re Bates, Ex parte Lindsey, and 
said that he felt great difficulty in following that case, as he could 
not see how the court could treat a demand for a sum in excess of 
the amount really due as a mere formal defect. 

Kennepy, L.J.—I think this bankruptcy notice is bad, alike upon the 
authorities and upon principle. The only argument in its favour is 
that a mere misstatement of amount is a formal defect, or an irregu- 
larity, which can be amended. I do not think that such a misstate- 
ment is a formal defect ,and it certainly is not an irregularity. Appeal 
allowed.—Counset, Hansell; Whinney. Soticirors, Wild & Co.; 
Stephenson, Harwood, & Co. 

(Reported by P. M. Franoxe, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re COMAR. Fx parte RONALD, C.A. No, 2. 3rd July. 
Banxkrurptcy—Proor—Gamina Dest—New ConsImDERATION. 


In October, 1899, the bankrupt, an outside broker, lost a bet to a 
member of the Stock Exchange, and gave a bill for the amount due 
én March, 1900. The bankrupt was unable tomeet the bill at maturity, 
and feared that if his position became known some large accounts which 

had open on the Stock Exchange would be closed. He confided his 
fears to his creditor, and asked for his forbearance, in consideration 
{f which he accepted anew bill at two months, dated the 17th of March, 
900. He failed to meet the new bill, and the creditor recovered judg- 
ment upon it, but took no further steps until the debtor became bank- 
wa when he age «sp a proof against the estate. 

eld e debt was a gaming debt and not provable, for there 
was no evidence of any fresh consideration to take the second bill out of 
the operation of the Gaming Acts. To constitute such consideration 
there must be evidence of threats on the part of the creditor to do 
some lawful act. The mere fact that the debtor fears the consequences 
of not paying the debt is insufficient. 

Appeal against the rejection of a proof. The creditor was a member 
of the Stock Exchange, the bankrupt was an outside broker, and they 
were friends of some years’ standing. In October, 1899, the bankrupt 
lost a bet to the creditor on the Cambridgeshire, and gave the creditor 
a bill for the amount which fell due in March, 1 At that date 
the bankrupt had large accounts open in the Stock Exchange, and if 
it had become known that he had failed to meet the bill due to the 
creditor his accounts would have been closed. When the bill became 
due the bankrupt went to see the creditor, and pointed out the difficul- 
ties he would be in unless the creditor would shew him some forbear- 
ance, and in consideration of such forbearance offered to give a fresh 
bill. for £105.2s. 7d., dated the 17th of March, 1900, and payable at 
two ‘months’ date, which including the day of grace, made the due 
date the 20th of May, 1900. The bill was not met at the due date, 
and on the Zlst of May, 1900, the creditor issued a writ for the 
amount, and received judgment thereon, but took no steps to enforce 
his jud t. In 1905 the debtor. was made a bankrupt, and the 
credi — a proof against the estate for the amount due on 

a bi he trustee rejected the proof, and,his' decision was upheld 

‘thé registrar, who held that there was no new consideration for the 

of the 17th of March, 1900, so as to take # out of the operation of 
the Gaming Acts. There had been no threats of any kind by the 
creditor, and the mere renewal of a bill which was void ab initio did 
not impart any new consideration which would make the bill good. 
The creditor appealed. Counsel for the creditor contended that the 
transaction amounted to more than a mere renewal of the bill. Both 
creditor and debtor were in the same line of business, and the creditor 
well knew what the co ences to the debtor would be if it became 
known that he was unable to meet the bill in March, 1900. The 





debtor came to the creditor, told him of his fears, and begged fer his 
forbearance, and in consideration therefor offered to give a fresh bill. 
From expression of the debtor's fears the court might draw an inference 
of implied threats by the creditor, and of the creditor’s forbearance 
to carry out such threats in consideration of a fresh bill being given. 
That would be a new consideration which would take the bill out 
of the operation of the Gaming Acts. They cited Re Brown, Ex parte 
Martingell (1904, 2 K. B. 133), Chapman v. Franklin (21 T. L. R. 575), 
Goodson v. Baker (24 T. L. R. 338), Hyams v. Stewart King (52 
Soticrrors’ JournaL, 551), and Goodson v. Grierson (52 Soricrrors’ 
JournAL, 599). [Cozens-Harpy, M.R., pointed out that, the debtor 
being an outside broker, was not in the position of a member of a club 
from which he could be expelled for not paying his gaming debts. 
It was not enough to say that he feared being posted as a defaulter. 
There must be evidence of threats by the creditor.] Counsel for the 
trustee was not called upon. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R,—After consideration of all the cases, especially 
of Hyams v. Stewart King, I have no doubt that the decision of the 
registrar was right. I rely particularly upon the following passage 
from the judgment of Barnes, P., in Hyams v. Stewart King, where, 
in dealing with Goodson v. Baker (24-T. L. R. 338), he said: “I 
notice that, on the evidence as reported, there was nothing to shew 
anything more than an agreement not to sue for a time. There may 
have been a fear on the part of the defnedant that if he did not pay 
he might have been declared a defaulter, but-I find no evidencs of 
any agreement between the parties that the plaintiff would not declare 
the defendant a defaulter, and unless there was such an agreement 
there would be no consideration to support the alleged promise, and 
the decision could not be supported.’’ In the present case there were no 
allegations of any threat to post the bankrupt or to take any other 
proceedings against him, or that the bill was given in consideration 
of the creditor’s forbearance to execute any threats. I do not believe 
that the creditor ever threatened or intended to threaten the bank- 
rupt, and I consider that the registrar was quite right in holding that 
mere evidence that the bankrupt feared the consequences of not 
meeting the original bill was not enough to take the case out of the 
scope of the Gaming Acts. 

Farwett, L.J.—The gist of the consideration which it is neces- 
sary to prove in this case is forbearance by the creditor to do some 
lawful act. That implies a threat by the creditor to take such a 
proceeding, and here there is no evidence of any threat, consequently 
nothing is proved which will take this transaction out of the scope 
of the Gaming Acts. 

Kennepy, L.J.—My present view is that mere fear of evil conse- 
quences is an altogether insufficient basis for the recognition of a 
transaction of this nature on the ground of new consideration.. The 
mere fact that the giver of the bill fears the consequences of not 
meeting it is quite insufficient. There must be some consideration givea 
by the receiver of the bill, and in the present case there is no evidence 
of any. such -consideration, Ap dismissed.—CounseL, EZ. M, 
Pollock, K.C., and Stuart Bevan; Hansell. ' Souicrrors, Upton & Co. ; 
Tarry, Sherlock, & King. 

(Roported by P. M. Fzawoxe, Barrister-at-Law.]} 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


We continue from p. 625 our extracts from the report of the Council : 

Land Transfer Acts.—The Scottish Commission, appointed in May, 
1906, to consider the question of registration of title in Scotland, has 
held several sittings during the year. Evidence was given at the 
instance of the Council by Mr. Cherry and Mr. Cyprian Williams, 
members of the Conveyancing Bar, and Mr. C. M. Barker, a member 
of the Council, and also by Mr. C. F. J. Jennings, a member of the 
society, on behalf of the City of London, and Mr. J. 8. Rubinstein; 
also a member of the society, all tending to show that the working of 
the Acts in England had been a failure, and that no advantage had 
accrued or was likely to accrue from registration. The Commissioners 
have not so far reported. Towards the end of 1907 the Council were 
informed that the London County Council were prepared to receive 
a deputation from the Council regarding the failure of the working 
of the Acts in London. A deputation attended accordingly, and, as 
the result of the representations then made, the London County Council 
requested the Lord Chancellor to direct an inquiry into the working of 
the Acts in London, The Lord Chancellor subsequently replied that 
he was prepared to direct an inquiry as requested, and that the inquiry 
would probably be by Royal Commission, and would take place in time 
to. enable the Commission to make their report during the present 
year,, No Commission has yet been appointed, and it is to be hoped 
that the evidence given in ge before the Scottish Commission and 
their. report will “s published in time to be available for use by the 
English Commission. 

Tris Pendens Registers for the Counties Palatine of Lancaster and 
Durham.—The Council have under their consideration an application 
from the Incorporated Law Societies of Liverpool and Manchester, sug- 

esting that the business of the and Durham iy seg should 
be transferred to the Land Registry, eo that in future there need be 
only one search in respect of land. A report which has been pre 
on the subject is included as part of the appendix. It shows that the 
Council concur with the societies referred to as to the desirability of 
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abolishing the registers, and that they consider that the forthcoming 
inquiry with regard to the working of the Land Transfer Acts might 
conveniently be made to include an inquiry as to the best means of 
carrying out their recommendation. 


Conveyancing Bills.—The Council are glad to be able to record the 
fact that the Bill which they had been promoting to amend the Married 
Women’s Property Act was passed into law during the last Session of 
Parliament.. The Act includes, amongst others, a provision that a 
married woman may now, without her husband, dispose of, or join in 
disposing of, real or personal property held by her as a trustee or 
personal representative in Jike manner as if she were a feme sufe. The 
Bills promoted by the Council to amend the Conveyancing Act and the 
Settled Land Acts did not last year reach a second reading, and they 
have again been introduced in the House of Comnions, on this occasion 
by Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., a member of the Council. Notwithstanding 
Mr. Hills’ efforts, the Bills have not, so far, been proceeded with. 

Judicature (Rules Committee) Bill.—This Bill, which provided that 
there should be two practising solicitors.on the Rule Committee of the 
Supreme Court, again passed the House of Lords last. year. It was, 
however, blocked in the House of Commons, The Lord Chancellor was 
asked by the Council to introduce the Bill again this year in the House 
of Lords. He replied that, although he felt unable to comply with 
this request, he would be pleased to take charge of the Bill if it were 
brought from the House of Commons, Thereupon the Attorney-General) 
was requested to introduce the Bill in the Commons in its amended) 
form. He did not comply with this request, owing, as he stated, to the 
congested state of business. Nothing therefore remained to the Council’ 
but to ask a private member to introduce the Bill in the Commons, and 
this has been by the kindness,of Mr. Hills. 


County Courts Bill, 1908.—This Bill is substantially the same as the 
Lord Chancellor’s Bill of last year which had to be deferred for want 
of time. The Bill has again been taken charge of by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and, in reply to representations by the Council, he expressed 
himself willing to consider favourably any amendment which may be 
proposed which would have the object of adding two solicitors to the 
Rule Committee, and of giving one solicitor power to appear for another 
in the county court.. The Bull has been passed through Committee in 
the House of Lords without amendment. Upon the above-mentioned 
point, and also upon the other recommendations of the Council referred 
to in the last annual report, the Council hope that some useful action 
may be possible in the House of Commons, 

Solicitors Act, 1906.—This Act enables the Council, as Registrar of 
Solicitors, to refuse to issue practising certificates to solicitors who are 
undischarged. bankrupts. The Council have this year considered applica- 
tions by 59 bankrupt solicitors for the renewal of ‘their certiticates. 
They have granted 22 of such applications, and have refused 17. Of 
those applicants whose certificates were refused by the Council, 9 
appealed to the Master of the Rolls. On these appeals 9 orders were 
made directing the certificate to issue subject in each case to the. 
applicant giving security in a prescribed form and for varying amounts. 
Such security has been provided by 8 of the applicants, and certifi- 
cates have been issued accordingly. 

Patents and Designs Act, 1907.—The.general provisions of this Act 
met with the approval of the Couneil. Vuring the passage of the Bill 
through the House of Commons, however, a clause was added to it by 
the President of the Board of Trade which provided that in any case 
where an appeal had previously lain from the Comptroller of the Patent 
Office to the law officers an appeal should in future lie to the High 
Court. The new clause further provided that the rules of the Supreme 
Court were to regulate the procedure on appeals from the Comptroller 
to the court, should provide for appeals being heard in- chambers, and 
for allowing any person to appear and be heard on any such appeals who 
might have appeared and been heard on an appeal to the law officers. 
The practice under the Act of 1888 had been to allow an appearance 
before the law officer by any person who had appeared before: thie 
Comptroller, and as the Comptroller was bound to hear any_ person 
appearing before him who could show authority to act as agent for a 
party, the result was that no qualification beyond that of agency was 
required to entitle a person to appear before either the .Compiroiler: 
or the law officers. As a result of the clause added to the Bill, there- 
fore, any person on merely shewing that he was authorized to act’ as 
an agent for parties was to be entitled to a hearing before the judge in 
chambers. The Council felt that this provision if it passed into law 
would be a great injustice to solicitors, as it would deprive them of 
the exclusive right which they, with barristers and the parties them- 
selves, now have of appearing before the judge in chambers... Thé | 
Council, therefore (after making inquiries which went to show -that | 
the proposal to transfer the duties of the law officers to the j in 
chambers was not generally desired), took steps: to have the’ clause 
omitted from ‘the Bill. They circularised all the ‘Provincial Law 
Societies on the subject, and they wrote to and atténded by deputation | 
upon the President of the Board of Trade. They ‘also’ communicated 
with the judges and many members of Parliament. The Council have 
to achnowinden the energetic response which was shewn by the Pro- 
vincial Law Societies to the representations made to them. They also 
have to acknowledge the support in the House of of the. 
barristers, and especially of Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., and, with one 
or two exceptions, of the solicitors there, The Council aré glad to be 
able to record the fact that, consequent upon the energetic action 
which was taken on all sides, the President of the Board of Trade 


Companies Act, 1907.—It was stated in the annual report 
year that the Council had had this Bill under consideration, 
forwarded to the President of the Board of Trade and to i 
members of Parliament a print of their report upon it, 
contained several matters of which the CUounci iall 
especially those giving power to a company in certain cases 
redeemed debentures, and the provision requiring compani 
outside the United Kingdom to file with the Kegistrar 
documents relating to their incorporation as would place pe 
with such companies in a position, to some extent, to 
financial] stability. The Council also approved the proposal 
distinction between a private and a public company. Other i 
in the Bill, however, were potions rin the Council to be 
value, and steps were taken to have them omitted or . 
Council are glad to record the fact that. their ions received the 
careful consideration of the Board of Trade, and in some instances, 
thong pot in so many as could have been wished, effect was given to 

ir views. ' 

Limited Partnerships Act, 1907.—This Act, :which passed into law 
last year, provides that partners taking no active part.in ee aE 
of business shall; if i ‘limited partners. under: the be 

liabilit in the firm. 


as 
limited in their to the amount of their i 
The Council ap Ww. 
to partnerships between solicitors or otherwise. i 

@ letter was received from the Com 

ment requesting the Council to i Board 

which they might desire to offer on the subject of the registration of & 
limited partnership between golicitors. The matter was referred. for 
consideration to the Parliamentary Committee, and ‘the effect, of their 
report, which was adopted by the Council, was that as there can be no 
objection to a solicitor limiting his status in his firm in the manner 
contemplated by the Act, there can be no objection to-his being registered 
as a limited partner. The further opinion. was , however, that 
a person ss rage Se out-as a limited partner in a firm of 
solicitors, be taken to be either di indirectly acting or practising 
as a solicitor, so that, if regi , jhe renders himself liable, on 
omission to fake out hie ing certificate, to the penalties im 

by the Solicitors Acts. the circumstances the Council thonght it 
advisable to request the registrar, limited 


of 
and 


- 
bes ; 
Zee 
Hiri 


tl 
fry 


Hi 


between solicitors, to intimate the Coancil'e opinion to any interested 
parties, not only on a first application to register, but also on any sub- 
uent application to register.am assignment under section 6, 


5, (b).of the Act. : ik", See 
onditions of Sale Offering Free Con ~The Council » have, 
at the instance of S - ne ial Law ——- y —— 
during the year to consider the opinions whi pre- 
viowily expieand on this subject... A copy of a sapanatal ibn Scale 
Committee, by the Council, is rep a8 an appendix to ‘thin 
Se cencbahnutten alebiges tees ak ecg 
any condition ‘of ‘sale whic i ight. of a 
his. own solicitor, and consider wholly. imadenissible any prone Fiore rx 
obliges the purchaser to a vendor's solicitor, they see “mo 
objection im cases in which the are numerous or of small value, or 
where there are othér special vircumstances, to a condition offering the 
purchaser a free conveyance, or a conveyance free of e3 _ except 
stamp duty, on his agreeing to accept the vendor's title wi investi- 
gation, provided the is given a reasonable time after the 
signing of the contract within which to meg, iy the offer. 
Qouncil are glad to be able.to record the fact that during | 
members, who have in ignorance of the opinion of the Council 
subject, isued conditions of sale which might be said to conflict 
su:h opinion, have on receiving representations, amended the 
to accord witir it, ° : 
Record and Statistical De nt.—At the 
held on June 21, 1907, it was resolved that it be 
Committee to rg and report as —— 
existing roll of citors @ more: t 
advisability of keeping @ con professional 
on the dates of their admission or earlier. It 


E 


i 


of 
diate answer, and 

very firm, inasmuch firms p gave 
ne intormeniddl as be the eee who composed them ; some solicitors 
even practising under names of more than ; 

tbee’s report, a record de t has been 

fished, and wget Roe amount of. para he ony ‘ sth te 
assistance of members, been tabulated ‘The 
of the society will cordially 


make the new department su oa Sean em aif 
Criminal — Act, 1907.—At the . euggestion, of. the eins 
vision was included in the Act, to the effect that a solicitor 6 
y the President of the Law (should be included as one jhe 
Rule Committee. Mr. Longmore, one of extraordinary sheers of 
the Council, was nominated ly, and the rules which have 4 
issued are framed, in part, upon wacuostions mote fool aan 
that the clerks are to liso B. ppesocrig may 


Q 





Was finally persuaded to omit the clause objected to. 
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Provincia] Law Societies in compiling the lists. The President having 
received several requests for assistance in this regard communicated 
with such clerks of the peace and clerks of the petty sessions as are 
members of the society, and as a result of information supplied by 
them, and of advertisements which he issued, has prepared lists and 
supplied copies of them to the various clerks of assize. The Council 

ire to express to the various members who have rendered assistance 
in the matter their thanks for the trouble which they have taken. 

Special Customs Relating to Land.—In the month of November last 
Mr, Justice Parker delivered judgment in the case of Johnston v. Clark 
and Another, in which the plaintiff being at the date of her marriage 
entitled under her father’s will to a life interest in certain lands 
of burgage tenure in Kendal, executed a deed of mortgage of her interest 
in the Kendal property to the defendant to secure an amount due to 
him. Both husband and wife were parties to the deed, the conveying 
party being the plaintiff, with her husband’s concurrence. There was 
no separate examination of the plaintiff, and she, on this ground, sought 
to have the deed declared void. The defence to the action was that the 
land at Kendal being the subject of burgage tenure no separate examina- 
tion was by ancient custom necessary. Mr. Justice Parker decided 
that the alleged ancient custom could not be upheld, being unreasonable 
as conflicting with the general principle of the common law. He, there- 
fore, declared that the deed was void, and that it did not operate to 
pass any estate or interest of the plaintiff in the Kendal property. The 
attention of the Council was drawn to the judgment referred to and to 
the great inconvenience to solicitors and to holders of property caused 
by the fact that land is held by special customs, which, in many cases, 
it is difficult to ascertain and verify. It was suggested that it would 
be for the benefit of landowners in genera] that the special customs 
referred to should be abolished, and the Council were requested to 
institute an inquiry as to whether it would be possible to do away with 
the special customs referred to, with the result that the descent of all 
property should be regulated by the common law. The question is one 
of ‘great difficulty, but feeling, as they do, that it is one of the utmost 
importance, the Council have caused an inquiry to be instituted. It 
has been undertaken by a special committee appointed for the purpose. 
The committee carrying on the inquiry have to acknowledge the assist- 
ance of Mr. G. E. Moser, of Kendal, a member of the society, whose 
paper read at the provincial meeting held at Manchester, in 1906, on the 
subject of land tenures evoked much general interest. 

orrection of Stamps ; Penalties on Insufficiently Stamped Documents, 
—Representations have been made to the Council that penalties on the 
a < insufficiently stamped documents should be waived in cases 
where the documents have been marked by the authorities before being 
stamped, and the mistake has been inadvertent. The Council have given 
the matter careful consideration and have communicated with the Inland 
Revenue authorities with regard to it. They have come to the conclusion 
that inasmuch as if any tee as to the correctness of a stamp were 
to be implied from the marking of it by a stamping official, it would 
result in grave delay to solicitors and other parties concerned, they do 
= “ called upon to make any representations to the authorities on 

@ subject. 

Trusts Bill, 1907.—This Bill purports to be a codification of the Law 
of Trusts. While the Council are in favour of the principle of the 
codification of the law they feel the importance of taking steps to provide 
that ification, if attempted, is complete and exhaustive. The Trusts 
Bill which has been introduced into the House of Commons has been 
under the consideration of the Council and has been referred to a 
special committee. The Bill has been referred by the House of Commons 
to a Select Committee, of which Mr. Hills is a member. 

Proceedings under the Solicitors Acts.—The nineteenth annuai report 
of the Committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888, will be found 
in the appendix. During the year covered by this report five solicitors 
were convicted of various criminal offences, and their names have, on 
the application of the society, been struck off the roll by order of the 
Divisional Court. Convictions under section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 
1874, have been obtained against six unqualified persons; proceedings in 
other cases were either dismissed or withdrawn. Convictions under the 
same Act have been obtained against three solicitors for practising 
without being duly qualified. In addition to the certificates refused 
under the powers conferred by the Solicitors Act, 1906, the Council 
refused applications by four solicitors for orders for the renewal of their 
practising certificates under the Solicitors Act, 1888, s. 16, chiefly 
on the ground of bankruptcy or other impecuniosity. Three applications 
for restoration to the roll were granted by the Master of the Rolls. 
Proceedings in two cases are awaiting a hearing before the Divisional 


Court for the infringement of section 32 of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73. 





Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law 
Society. 


The annual general meeting of this society took place on Friday, 
3rd July, at the eo Be Rooms, Nailsworth. 

Those present included :—Mr. A. E. Smith (Nailsworth), president ; 
Mr. J. P. Wilton Haines (Gloucester), vice-president and hon. 
treasurer; Messrs. W. G. Gurney, R. McLaren, J. B. Winterbottom 
Cheltenham), Oliver H. New (Chipping Campden), R. Ellett, E. B. 

aygarth, H. St. G. Rawlins, E. C. Sewell (Cirencester), H. J. 
Francillon (Dursley), Francis H. Bretherton, Frederick H. Bretherton, 
J. Bryan, Chas. Scott, H. M. Taynton, T. Hannam-Clark 


(Gloucester), G. H. Pavey-Smith (Nailsworth), E. Francis (Stow-on- 





the-Wold), A. J. Morton Ball, A. H. G. Heelas, E. P. Little, R. H. 
Smith, J. Papage Norris, E. Northam Witchell (Stroud), W. H. 
Kinneir (Swindon), and the hon. secretary, Mr. Herbert H. Scott. 

Officers for the ensuing year were elected as follows :—President, 
Mr. J. P. Wilton Haines; vice-president, Mr. W. H. Mellersh; general 
committee : Messrs. A. J. Morton Ball, H. Bevir, H. J. Francillon, 
W. G. Gurney, W. H. Kinneir, R. McLaren, A. E. Smith, and A. E. 
Withy. Library Committee : Messrs. H. Bevir, Nigel D. Haines, A. 8. 
Helps, H. L. Taynton, J. B. Winterbottom, and A. H. G. Heelas. 

The following were elected members of the society :—Mr. J. R. 
Morton Ball (Stroud), Mr. A. S. F. Pruen (Cheltenham), Mr. H. H. 
de C. Vaughan (Berkeley), and Mr. C. C. Bradford (Swindon). 

Sums amounting to £61 10s. were voted for charitable purposes, and 
a donation of £21 was granted to the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association. : - 

A vote of thanks to the retiring president and vice-president 
concluded the business of the meeting. - 

The members, after luncheon at the George Hotel, Nailsworth, drove 
over parts of the Cotswolds to Calcot Tithe Barn, Beverstone Castle, 
and Chavenage Manor House (the residence of Mr. G. Lowsley- 
Williams, by whom they were received), returning over Minchinhamp- 
ton Common to “The Hollies,’ Nailsworth, where they were 
hospitably entertained by Mr. and Mrs. A. E. Smith. _ 

The society now has 159 members, solicitors practising in Gloucester- 
shire and Wiltshire. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the 2nd inst., Mr. Pretor W. Chandler in 
the chair. The other directors present were Mr. 8. J. Daw, Mr. I. W. 
Emery, Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. R. H. Peacock, Mr. W. M. Wood- 
house, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £113 was 
voted in grants for the relief of London solicitors and their widows, 
and other general business was transacted. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th iust., Mr. 
Walter Dowson in the chair; the other directors present being Sir George 
Lewis, Bart., Sir John Gray Hill (Liverpool), and Messrs. H. Baines 
(Oxford), W. C. Blandy (Reading), Thomas Dixon (Chelmsford), Robert 
Ellett (Cirencester), Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), C. Goddard, J. R. B. 
Gregory, Samuel Harris (Leicester), C. G. May, R. 8. Taylor, R. W. 
Tweedie, and J. T. Scott roc gains A sum of £715 was distributed 
in grants of relief, one hundred and eighty new members were elected, 
and other general business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination, held on 17th and 18th 


June, 1908 : 
First Crass. Chapman, Richard Herbert 
Aris, Arthur Benjamin Clarke, Henry Pallister 
Clews, John Penrhyn 


Baldwin, Cuthbert Godfrey 
Coleman, Walter William 


Hunnybun, Kenneth 

Jacobson, William George Colson, Alfred William Manners 

Johnson, William Matthew Corbett, Rowland George 
Crook, Algernon Harvey 


King, John Skelton Clarke 
Lake, William Walton Cusse, Clement Archibald 
*Davies, David Ewan Gibson 


Leffman, Frank Emil 
Wright, Herbert Edwin Davies, Joseph Gordon 
Davies, William 


PASSED. 
Aitchison, John Charles, B.A.Daw, Stuart Broughall 
amb.) Dixon, John Harrison 
Ashby, Ernest Arthur 


*Doherty, Leo 
*Baker, Dudley Molyneux *Doidge, Reginald Chamberlain 
*Barlow, Arthur Ernest Leslie 


*Ellison, Thomas Frederick 
*Bateman, James Dudley Percy Englefield, William Alexander 
Gray evereux 
Bates, Norman Malcolm Entwistle, Frederick 
Billing, Herbert Samuel Evans, Augustus Spike 
Blair-Allen, Frank *Evans, Evan Frederick 


Blake, Denis Hen Flux, Reginald Lake 
Boulton, Arthur Wardle Godlee, Stephen, B.A. (Camb.) 
Bowhay, Eustace Gilbert Goldsmith, Henry Claude 
*Boxall, Frank Stuart Gover, Henry 

Graham, Henry Salkeld 


Brighten, Gecce Stanley 
Brittain, Arnol Gray, George Donald 
Bromley, John Harry Gregory, Reginald 
Burr, Henry James Green, Harry Stanley 
*Burrell, pF Stamp Garthorne,Griffiths, John Ernest 
B.A. (Oxon.) Hadaway, Albert Victor Leopold 


Burridge, Arthur Frank Hall, John Foljambe 
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*Harding, Arthur Herbert 
Harrison, D’Esney William 
Hartley, Arthur Everett 


Hawkins, Villiers Frederick Caesar Oliver, Penry 


*Heap, Edmund Theodore 
*Henshall, Charles 
Howe, Benjamin Edward 
Hughes, William Edward 
Seckaui, Albert 
James, Enoch Lewis 
Jones, David Thomas 
Jotcham, Arthur Herbert 
Kearney, Robert John 
*Keshan, John Howard 
Kinsella, Leo Michael 
Knowles, William Doudney 
Le Brasseur, James Ashurst 
Leggatt, Clifford 
*Lillington, William Harold 
Littler, Ernest 
*Livesey, John William 
*Llewellin, Mostyn Clewes 
Lloyd, Edmund Commeline 
Logette, Abraham Isaac 
Mammatt, Edward Martin 
Marchant, Ernest William 
Marchan, Rober Percy 
Marshall, Roland 
Melville-Bergheim, Charles Mel- 
ville 
Milburn, Frederick Ashton 
Morgan-Richardson, Charles Leth- 
bridge Ernest 
*Nichols, Sidney Kenneth 


*Norris- ew Leonard Towne Stern- hd wy Barkworth, Kenneth Arthur, 
) 


dale, B.A. (Camb. 


. Oglethorpe, James Norwood 


Number of candidates ... 


*These candidates have to satisfy the Exeminers i in Accounts and 


Olea Gan James Stuart 
Oliver, Charles Frederick 
Oliver, Colin —, 


Ra 
Owen, Henr pe en = Haddon 
Pembroke, ohn Gil 
*Pennington, John 
*Peters, Leslie Willis 
Plant, Harvey Forshaw 
Porter, Roderick Spicer Russell 
Powys, Atherton Richard Norman 
*Price, Walter Hugh 
Reece, John Weans Paynter 
Rhodes, John Wilfred 
Roberts, Douglas Rosser 
Robinson, Percy Douglas 
Saville, Albert 
eg George Frederick 
er, John Hopwood 

Selte James Harold 
Sherwin, Charles Ernest 
*Smith, ‘Oswald Fryer 
Spencer, Charles Edward 
“Stephens, Harold Edric 
“Sykes, Reginald 
Taylor, Albert Cecil 
Taylor, Charles Herbert 
Thornton, William Clifford 
Threlfall, Herbert Edward 
Tyrer, William Henry 
Weteny, Valentine Howell 
Weaver, Samuel James 
West, John Frederick 
*Westwell, Absalom 


A. (Camb.) 
Worden Alan Fletcher 
195 Passed . os ae 


Book-keeping before receiving a certificate. 


CANDIDATES FOR EXAMINATION IN ACCOUNTS AND BOOK-KEEPING ONLY. 


Badshah, Cecil Pierson 

Baker, George Frederick 

Botterell, Sohn Dumville, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 


Jenkins, Frank Harold 

Pryce, apse Callcott, 
( Wal es) 

Ridley, Frank 


LL.B. 


Brown, Edward Frederick Montagu Tanfield, Arthur Reginald 
Dunstan, Thomas Frederic Gwatkin Thompson, Reginald Paul 


Warburton, B.A. (Oxon. ) 
Jackson, Herbert Smith 
James, Gwilyn Christopher Bow- 
ring, B.A. (Oxon.) 


Number of candidates 


Wardley, Fr: 
Willis, John Edwin 


21 Passed ... oo ae 


By onder of the Council, 


E. ‘W. Witutamson, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 3rd July, 1908. 





FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 


successful at the Final Examination, held on 15th and 16th June, 1908: 


Adderley, Harry Edward 

Addison, ’ Archibald William Nor- 
man 

Adkin, Guy Tempest, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Alexander, Aubrey 

Alsop, Charles Frederick 

Anderson, Reginald 

Ashbridge, Lawrence 

Baker, Sidney 

Barber, Laurence Henry 

Barrett, Gilbert 

Bateson, Cecil William 

Beatie, Henry Musk 

Beor, Guy White 

— arry Lawrence, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Bishop, Joseph Richard 

Blackwell, Herbert Montague 

Blackwood, John Kenneth 

Blyth, Harold James 

Box, Leonard Arthur 

Broadley, Robert Alexander Long- 
man, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Buckle, George 

Budge, Seary Lionel Beauford, 
B.A. (Camb.) 

Carter, Arnold 

Carter, Isidore Onslow Goodricke 

Cartwright, Vincent Henry, B.A. 
(Oxon:) 


Chadwick, James Edward 

Cheale, Alexander Robert, B.A. 
(Oxon.) . 

Chippindale, Oswald 
appen, Allan Victor 

Cook, Percy Mellows 

Cooksey, Thomas Owen 

Cooper, Perc 

Cort, James Russell 

Coventry Joseph Robinson 

Cragg, Ernest 

Craze, Francis 

Crispin, — Kendall 

Dadd ph 

Dele Robert Jacomb Norris 

Davies, Reginald Charles 

Dawes, Albert Henry 

Day-Adams, Gerald 

Deane, Frederick Llewelyn 

Dixon, Frederick Mostyn Bain- 
bridge 

Dixon, ¢ Geoffrey 

Donnellan, Bernard 

Drake, William John Angelo 

Dudley, Eric Whittington 

Dunn, Edmund Campbell 

Dunsford, Reginald Martin 

Eaves, Frederick 

Edmunds, Thomas John 

Edney, Harry William 


Morris, Esau G! 


Edridge, Thomas Richard 
Herbert Ivor Powell, Moult, Frank 


Edwards, 


B.A. (Oxon.) Mountain, aig B.A. (Camb.) 
Emley, Maurice Woodman Murray, Norman y, BA. 
Evans, Cyril Henry Shenton (Oxon.) 

Finn, David Adrian Nabarro, Joseph Nunes, B.A, 
Fitch, Thomas Birch Lond. 


( 6 

Fooks, Philip Edward Broadley, Neville, Maurice Michael John 

B.A. (Oxon.) Newton, Reginald Arthur 
Foote, Wilfred St. George Noble, Archibald Sends 
Fowler, Eric Francis Tiernay Nutt, Allan Vaughan 
Francis, a Douglas Peregrine, 0’ Connor, lArthur Rupert 

B.A. (Oxon.) ay Roderic Magrath, B.A. 
Frankland, Ernest (Oxon. ) 
Gard, Stephen Alfred Ore, James 

L.L.B. Osborne, John 


Gee, Randolph Hatton, 
Manchester) Palmer, Charles Courtney 


Gibson, Ernest Basil Paris, Farmer 
Glenister, Harold William Parker, 
Goldsworthy, Augustus William Parker, George Leslie 


Graham, Alian James, B.A. (Oxon.) Peck, Kenne 

Graham, Evelyn Ronald Brodrick Pepper, John William 

Gregor. ” Walter Stanley Perry, Isaac Geoffrey Batten, B.A. 
a 


Grey, Harry Dixon (Oxon. 
Gwynne, Robert Pickup, Thomas William 
—— Montgomery Reader, B.A. Place, William Byron 
(Oxon.) Platts, Walter Leslie 
Messieon, Henry Edward Harrison, Pope, "Hugh Crichton 
B.A. (Camb. Poultney, John Bernard 
Harrisson, Lenny My timus Pritchard, Thomas Macdonald, 


Hatten, Geoffrey, B (Camb. ) B.A. (Oxon. ) 
Haydon, Robert Alexander, B.A. My ssagg Arthur Leopold 


L.L.B. (Camb. William Henry George 
Heane, Richard Seaibehen, & Harold John, B.A. 
Heap, Harold Schofield oes 
Helmer, Roy Helmerow Beoaes, a Cyprian 
Hempson, Ernest John Rees, Rees 


Richards, John ~~ 


Heynes, Dudley Hu 
illiam Eland, mara Thomas Herbert 


Hobson, Francis 


L.L.B. (Camb. berts, Bertram Soutelle 
Hoffmann, Cecil Duncan, B.A. ele Thomas Frederick 
(Camb. ) Robinson, George 
Hudleston, Harold Robert Robson, Sydney 
Hughes, Reginal d Frank cage Sydney 
Hurley, Thomas Francis Harry Cecil, B.A., LL.B. 
Hurrell, John Norman, B.A., Camb.) 
L.L.B. (Camb.) usbury, John Thelwall, B.A. 
Huchinson, Anthony Christopher Ph oe ag 
Campbell, B.A. (Camb.) 


n, aR John Marton, 
Hutton, Arthur Miles ax Ae 
Jackson, Arthur Harding Sargent, 


Sel Fitzgerald 
Jackson, Harold Heywood, L.L.M. Saxon, vaya 


rd Soames, B.A. 


(Liverpool) 
James, Alexander Young Scoble, Thomas Leslie 
James, Howell Ewart, B.A. ene, Walter Thomas 
(Wales) Hubert Challen 
James, Sidney Frederick Shuckbur h, Robert Shirley, B.A. 


Johnson, Sydney Harcourt (Cam 
illiam Fielder, B.A. Pam John Cornelius 


Johnson, 

(Oxon. ) Smith, Vivian Arthur 
Hung Hing Kam Sprake, Percy Jeans 
Kelham, Herbert Springtho | ser wl William 
Kemp, Cecil Herbert Starkie, John Char 


Kent, Edward Ernest 
King, Cyril Lauder 
Kingsford, Gerald Montague 


Starling, Martin William 
Stevens, Edward Robert 
Still, yee Se 


Kirby, Ernest Seymour Stirling, H 
Knight, William Bernard Tasker, Goofieey Newill 
Lake, Norman John Taylor, Basil les Walton 


Lambert, John Bernard Watson Ta ios John Norman, B.A., LL.B. 
Lander, John Vernon, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.) 


(Camb. ) Taylor, Robert 
Lauriston, Alexander Thomas, — Gordon 
Lp a, Bernard Cecil Thomas, G 

, John Newhill Thompson, Keith William 

Lethbridge, George Charles Thorpe, John W 
Lickfold, Edward Percy Tomkins, 
Liversage, John Robert Tompson, ordward 
Lloyd, ohn George Frederick Torr, — 


Longcroft, Charles Edward Beare Tuff, Be 
Lowe, Charles Conyers Terme ee 

Lunt, Arthur Gorbutt — 
Mager, Leonard, B.A., LL.B. Turner, 8 


OF roy John Arthur, B.A. Wadworth, igorn mee Harald 


(Oxon. 
Mat , F Edward Wer H oville, SA. Camb. 
pat omas, Francis Edw Wegg, Hugh Gogh e ( ) 


acenion: Richard Maurice Bonner, Wells james Duncan 





B.A. (Oxon.) , Claude, B.A. b foun.) 
Miller, Arthur Hugh Liddell Whitehorne, Leopold Shi 
Miller, Ral - , Archard Trevor 
Mitchell, Harold Charles Barnes Williams, David Harold Sr | 
‘Moore, John William Williams, Hugh Meyrick 


= tesa mre ge en 








Ce ee ce 


penance gone 


" Warrington, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Carson, K.C., M.P., the Right 
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Williams, John Griffith 
Wilson, Reginald Arthur B.A. (Oxon.) 
Windle, Arthur John Wolstenholme, William 
Number of candidates ... 1. Ol Passed ... .. 214 
By oS te 
. W. Wiii1amson ; 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, 3rd July, 1908. | ee 


Winterbotham, James Percival, 








Legal News. 
Appointments. 


Mr. W. Donatpson Rawiins, K.C., has, on the recommendation of 
the Lord Lieutenant, been placed in the Commission of the Peace for 
the County of London. : 

Mr. Artuur Lewis, barrister-at-law, stipendiary of Pontypridd, has 
been appointed Chairman of Carmarthenshire Court of Quarter Sessions, 
in succession to Earl Cawdor. 

Mr. Epwarp Turner Packarp, barrister-at-law (Attorney-General 
Sierra Leone), has been appointed a Puisne Judge of Southern Nigeria. 

Mr. W. F, Trorrer, M.A., LL.M., barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Professor of Law in the University of Sheffield. Mr. Trotter has previously 
held the appointment of Senior Lecturer in Law in the university. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


CLEMENT STONE-WiGG, JoHN RussELL THOMSON RORERTSON, and 
WILLIAM HENRY BRIGHTMAN, solicitors (King, Wigg, & Co.), 1), 
Queen Victoria-street, London. June 30. So far as regards the said 
Clement Stone-Wigg, who retires from the firm. The said business 
from this date will be carried on by the said John Russell Thomson 
Robertson aud William Henry Brightman, at the same address, under 
the style of King, Wigg, Robertson, & Brightman. 


JOSEPH ATKINSON PHILIPSON and JOHN CHARLES TURNBULL 
solicitors (Joseph. A. Philipson & Turnbull), Newcastle-upon-'l'yne 
June 30. The said Joseph Atkinson Philipson will continue the said 
business at 89, Filgrim-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, under the style or 
firm of Joseph A. Philipson & Co. (Gazette, Ju-y 3. 





General. 


The Masters of the Bench of the Middle Temple will be at home to the 
members and their friends on Wednesday, July 29th, from 4.30 to 7 
o'clock. _ Admission will be by cards to be obtained at the Treasury not 
later than July 22nd. 

Mr. Justice Bigham, in opening the assizes at Newcastle, says the 
Evening Standard, created a record. He delivered charges to both city 
and county geen juries in the aggregate time of about fifteen seconds, 
the cases being few and formal. 


On Monday new law courts were opened at Hull. They adjoin the 
Town Hall, and provide, on the ground floor, accommodation for the 
County Court, the Police Court, and the Sessions Court. The building 
forms part of a scheme for the reconstruction of the municipal offices, 
which is being carried out at a total cost of £115,000. The building is 
ee at one end by a group of statuary representing Progress on 

er car. 

The death of Sir E. T. Bewley, formerly Judicial] Commissioner of the 
Irish Land Commission, recalls, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, 
an ancient jest at the expense of him and his colleagues. Bewley was 
exceedingly deaf, the second Commissioner was nonc too patient, and the 
third was frequently engaged in restoring his health in foreign parts. 
Toeir charactistics were summed up as tollows: ‘‘ One eant hear, one 
won’t hear, and one isn’t here.” 


Mr. Robert Wallace, K.C., presiding over the Compensation Authority 
appointed under the Licensing Act of 1904, at the Newington Sessions on 
Tuesday, says the Daily Mail, announced with regard to several licenses 
that they would be renewed, solely on the ground that had they been 
refused conpensation varying from £7,000 to £9,000 in each case would 
have had to be paid. “We have not the money. We cannot put it 
plainer than that,” said Mr. Wallace. 

A testimonial was presented to Sir Ralph Littler, C.B., K.C., on 
Tuesday, at the Middlesex Guildhall in recognition of his services to the 
county of Middlesex during the twenty-one years he has been chairman 
of the County Council and Quarter Sessions. The Earl of Jersey pre- 
sided, and made the presentation on behalf «f the joint committee of the 
Quarter Sessions and the County Council. The appeal for the testimonial 
was & public one, bit the presentation was made in private. It 1s 
understood that the amount handed over to Sir Ralph was £1.300. 


Friday, July 3rd, being the Grand day of Trinity term at Gray's Inn, 
the Treasurer (Mr. H. E. Duke, K.C.) and the Masters of the Bench 
entertained 


at dinner the following guests:—The Hon. Mr. Justice 





Hon. Sir Arthur Wilson, K.C.1.E., Sir George Armytage, Bart., Sir 
William Anson, Bart, M.P., Sir Edwin Durning-Lawrence, Bart., Sir 
Lewis Dibdin, K.T., his Honour Judge Francis Bacon, the Treasurer 
of the Hon. Society of the Inner Temple (Mr. J. S. Dugdale, K.C.), the 
President of the al College of Physicians (Sir R. Douglas Powell, 
Bart., K.C.V.0O.), Mr Rudyard Kipling, Mr. Boydell Houghton. The 
Benchers present, in ition to the Treasurer, were:—Mr. Henry 
Griffith, Sir Arthur Collins, K.C., Mr. James Sheil, Mr. Arthur Beetham, 
Mr. John Rose, his Honour Judge Mulligan, K.C., Mr. ©. A. Russell, 
K.C., Mr. Edward Dicey, C.B., Mr. Barnard, K.C., Mr. Edward Clayton, 
Mr. Pochin, Mr, Arthur Gill, Mr. J. R. Atkin, K.C., Mr. ‘W. P. Byrne, 
C.B., with the Preacher, the Rev. R. J. Fletcher. 

A nolle prosequi is not, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, very 
often heard of nowadays. From the point of view of an accused person 
it is not an entirely satisfactory ending of a criminal case, inasmuch as 
it leaves him open to be re-indicted. He cannot plead autrefois 
acquit, as can the individual who has had a verdict of not guilt 
pronounced in his favour. In the words of Holt, C.J., “he who gets o 
upon a nolle prosequi does not at all get off on the merits of the 
cause.” But the possibility of a fresh indictment being put forward after 
the entering of a nolle prosequi is not great. The only valid reason 
for placing the defendant in jeopardy again would be the discovery of 
fresh evidence of a convincing kind. Accordingly the news imparted by 
the. document in which the nolle prosequi is enshrined is sufficiently 
gratifying to the individual in the dock. He is informed that before 
our lord the King, at the Royal Courts of Justice, London, there came 
as well the coroner and attorney of our said lord the King, as the said 
accused person, by his solicitor ; and that, as a result of the said méeting, 
the said coroner and attorney says that he will not further prosecute 
the said accused person upon the indictment aforesaid. 

In the House of Commons on Tuesday, Mr. Younger asked the Prime 
Minister whether his attention had been called to an example of a long 
lease of on-licensed premises granted by an educational institution with 
the sanction of the Board of Charity Commissioners; whether he was 
aware that under this lease, granted in 1897 for ninety-nine years, the. 
lessee would remain liable for the remainder of the term of the lease to 
pay a rental of £600 a year, agreed to because the ises possessed a 
licence, although the licence would, under the provisions of the Licensing 
Bill, be terminated at the end of fourteen years; whether, if a regrant 
of the licence were obtained at the end of the time limit, monopoly value 
would have to be paid for the licence, despite that the lessee was already 
paying the full rental value of the premises as licensed premises under 
the lease ; and, if so, whether he proposed to make any provision in the 
Licensing Bill to meet cases of this kind. Mr. Asquith said: My 
attention has been drawn to the lease in question. No doubt at the end 
of the time limit monopoly value will have to be paid for the regrant 
of the licence of the licensed premises which are included with certain 
other trade premises in the lease; but I am by no means satisfied that 
any special hardship will actually arise. A person who ten years ago 
took a lease which included licensed premises for a long term, such as 
ninety-nine years, obviously ought to nave taken, and in all probability 
did take, into consideration the possibility of changes being made during 
that time by further legislation in the conditions affecting the renewal 
of the licence. 

In returning thanks for the toast of “The Lord Chancellor,” proposed 
by Lord Halsbury, at the recent dinner of the Hardwicke Society, Lord 
Loreburn said he owed something to the society, but still more to the 
Bar of England. He believed there was no more generous profession in 
the world than the English Bar. ‘When he had seen others appointed to 
this or that preferment there had been nothing but pleasure expressed 
among his brethren, and when he himself was advanced to a place to 
which others had as high a claim, he received nothing but kindness and 
generosity on every hand. Some little encouragement was required when 
they aspired to the office which he had the honour to fill. It needed 
patience and a tranquil temper, and indifference to the censure and 
criticism of others. It also required indifference to the prophecies of © 
others and to the announcement of his intentions. It was in the highest 
degree gratifying that so many people should take an interest in the 
way in which he proposed to shape his own destiny and in his immediate 
intentions as regarded his official career. In discharging his duties to 
the best of his eapacity he had been greatly encouraged by his brethren 
at the Bar, and he had also been assisted and encouraged in his arduous 
task by the rare good fortune of having as personal friends every one of 
those with whom he sat in the Cabinet, without whose help it would 
have been impossible to discharge his duties. It was not a man’s own 
exertions, not his own capacity; it was the encouragement and assist- 
ance of those around him and of those who sympathised with him that 
enabled him to discharge his public duties. 

The Bill to amend the law relating to release on bail, which has been 
introduced by Mr. Gladstone, proposes to provide that—1. (1) A justice 
on’ issuing @ ‘warrant: for the arrest of any person charged with eny 
offence, whether punishable on summary conviction or on indictment, 
may, if he thinks fit, by endorsement on the warrant, direct that the 
person charged may on arrest be released until the hearing of the charge 
on his entering into such a recognisance, with or without sureties, a8 
may be specified in the endorsement, and the endorsement shal] fix the 
amounts in which the principal and sureties (if any) are to be bound ;., 
(2) where such an endorsement is made, the officer in charge of the police- 
station within the jurisdiction of the justice issuing the warrant to which 
on arrest the person charged is brought shall discharge him upon his 
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entering into a recognisance, with or without sureties approved by that 
officer, , aecordance with the endorsement, conditioned tor his appéar- 
ance before the Court and at the time and ‘place’ named in the, recog- 
nisance; (3) an endorsement under this section shall be in such form 
as may be prescribed by rules under the Summary Jurisdiction: Act, 
1879. 2. The power of a superintendent, pa ecw or other officer of 
police under section 38 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, to 
discharge @ prisoner taken into custody for an offence without a warrant 
upon his entering into a recognisance, may be exercised notwithstanding 
that it will be practicable to bring him before a Court of summary juris- 
diction within twenty-four hours after he is so taken into custody. 5. For 
removing doubts it is — declared that where an ofder is made for 
the release of any person on his entering into a recognisance with. sureties 
the recognisances of the sureties may be taken either before or after 
the recognisances of the principal, and if so taken the recognisances of 
the principal and sureties shall be as binding as if they had been taken 
at the same time. 4. (1) This Act may be cited as the Bail Act, 1098; 
(2) this Act shall not extend to Scotland or Ireland. 








Tus Lonpow Guaranrez ann Accrpent Co. (Lumrep) have found it 
necessary to remove from 61, Moorgate-street, London, E.C., and on 
after the 4th of July, 1908, their address will be Orient House, New Broad- 
street. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 13.—Messrs. Faresnormer, Exiis, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Ground Rents see advertisement, page iii., June 27). 

July 14.—Messrs. Desrnnam, Tewson, & Co., at .the Mart, at 2: Freeh Id 
Residential and Sporting Estate (see advertiseme ‘t, pge iii, May 30) and 
Freehold Corner Building Site (see advertisement, back pase: July 4). 

July 14.—Messrs. Foster, at the Mart, at 12 for 1: ehold Residence (see 
advertisement, page iv., this week). r 

July 14.—Messrs. Evtis, Corr, & Co., at the Assembly Rooms, High-street, 
Putney: Residences, &. (see advertisement, page iv, this week). 

July 14-15.—Messrs. Mivart & Co., with Messrs. Howrit, Son, & Bonnin, at 
pn a at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Investments (see advertisement, page iil., 
uly 4). 

July 15.—Messrs. THurcoop & Martiy, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Business 
Premises (see advertisement, pageiv., this week). f 

July 15:—Mr. Josrra Stower, at the Mart, at 2: Shops and Commercial Pre- 
mises (see advertisement, back page, June 20) 

July 15.—Messrs. Rogers, Cuarpman, & Tuomas, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold 
Residence (see advertisement, back page. July 4). 

July 16.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CranFienp, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Rever- 
sions, Reversions, Tithe Rent-Charge, and Debentures (see advertisement, back 
page, this week). i 

July 16.—Messrs. Cronx, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Houses (see advertisement, 
page iv., this week). 

July 17.—Messrs. Rernotys & Eason, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Shop Pro- 
perty (see advertisement, back page, July 4y. 

July 20—Mr. Wm. Hovenron, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential and 
acage Estates and Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, 

uly 4th). 

July 21,—Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and 
Copyhold Residential Estate (see advertisement, page iii., June 27th). 

July 21.—Messrs. Bradet, Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, June 20). 

July 22.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovusrisipy.*at the Mart, at 2: Sound Freehold 
Investment (see advertisement, back page, July 4). 

July 23.—Mr. Caas. Mus«err, at the Mart, at 1: Absolute Reversion of half 
Trust Fund of about £50,000 (see advertisement, page iv., this week). 

July 31.—Messrs. Cops, at the Britannia Hotel, Sheerness: Freehold Properties 
and Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page, July 4). 

July 20.—Messrs. Wraruerann & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Perpetual Rent 
Charges (see advertisement, pageiii, this week). 

July 21.—Messrs. Hamerow & Sons, at the Mart: Freehold Site for High-class 
Shops (see adyertisement, back page, this week). 

July 28.—Méssrs. Hampron & Sons, at the Mart: Important Freehold Shop 
(see advertisement, back page, this week) 








o 7 .- 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette—Fripay, July 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LimiTep In CHANCERY. 


Arnica Mercuants, Limirenp—Petition for. the winding-up, presented July 2, 
directed to be heard July 14. Worthington Evans & Co., Nicholas lane, 
Lombard st, solors for the Petitioner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 13 

Austro-Arrican Estates Co, Limirep—Creditors aré ‘required, on or before 
August 4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
— or claims, to Frederick John Asbury, Finsbury pavement House, liqui- 
dator. 

Cuorayan Tea Estate, Limirep (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are re- 
quired to send in the particulars of their debts, claims, or demands to Harry 
Voce Thurgood, Mansion House chambers, 11, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 

Corrrr Curr Srnpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to G A O’Hanlon, 14, Queen Victoria st, — ee 

F. Lenpers & Co, Lruirtp—Petition for win ing-up, presented July 1, directed 
to be heard July 14. Goldberg & Co, West. st, Finsbury circus, solors for 
the petitioners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 13. 

Hawker & Furst (1906), Limerep—Creditors are required, on or before July 29, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to F Eglington, 30, Throgmorton. st, liquidator. 

Hevers, Limirep, 124, London rd, Leicester—Oreditors are required, on or before 
August 14, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their 
oe o claims, to George Spencer Bankart, 95, Friar lane, Leicester, 
iquidator. 

ILLUMINATED S1oNs, Lrurrep—Petition for winding up, presented June 19, directed 
to be heard at the Court House, Garratt lane, Wandsworth, July 13. "Marsden, 


London Wall, solors for the peitioners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 11. 
INTERNATIONAL SecURITIEs CorProration, Liurrap—Petition for ings. pre- 
sented July 2, directed to be heard July 14. Osborn & Osborn, st, 
solors for the peitioners. Notice of appearing must reach the sbove 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon Tuly 13. 
Mavcomm Brunxer & Oo, Lrurrep—Petition for winding-up, preetet June y, 
directed to be heard July 14 Devonshire & Co, 1, ick’s place, O 
Jewry, solors for the ioners. Notice of ap must reach the 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 13. 
New Txovert Pusttsurne Co, Liurrep—Oreditors are sacieet. on or before 
July 30, to send their names and addresses, to A R A at 61, Grace- 
church st, liquidator. . 
Oowana Soar AND Canpiz Co, Liuirep—Petition for winding up, presented 
June 30, directed to be heard July 14: Weosnam & Co, Chancery lane, solors 
for the petitioners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not 
later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 13. 
Puu.iers & Son, Limitep—Petition for winding up presented June 30, directed 
to be heard July 14. Barker & Co, Bedford row, solors for the petitioners. 
Notice of appearing mtst reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of July: 13. : 
R. Penny & Son, Liurrep—Oreditors are required, on or before tember 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ts or cleims, 
to Arthur Warr King, 188, Parrock st, Gravesend. Tolhurst & Co., New rd, 
Gravesend, solors to the liquidator. 
Sourn Snistps Hien Scuoot Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 31, to send in their names Snd addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to R. Chapman, Barrington st, South Shields. Rennoldson, 
South Shields, solor for the liquidator. 
Taytor’s Patent SHUNTING Lever, Limitep—-Petition for winding-up, presented 
May 28, directed to be heard July 14. Parker & Co, St. Michael's . 
Cornhill, solors for the petitioners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above named not- later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 13. 7 
TayLorn’s Parent Supytine Leven, Liuirep—Petition’ for up, presented 
June 29, directed to be heard July 14. Geare & Willis, Lincoln’s-inn-Fields, 
solors for the tioners. Notice of appearing must reach the above. named 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 13. : 
West Arrican Or Sywopicats, Liurrep—Creditors .sre required, on or before 
August 15, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their. debts 
or claims, to Ernest E Probert, 75, Col st. Batchelor & Cousins, Pancras 
lane, solors to the liquidator. ’ ’ 
Westminster INDUSTRIAL AND FrNance Devetorments, Limirep—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented July 1, directed to be. heard July 14. Smith & Co, 
London Wall, solors. Notice of appearing must reach the above named 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 13. 


Londos Gazette.—Tunspar, July 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loctrep um Caanosry. 





Auta Exvscretcat Sysprcate, Liwrrap (1 Liqurpatronw)—Oreditors are on 
or before August 4, to send their names and the particulars of , 
debts or claims, to H. Garten Ash, 3, Lonton Wall bidgs. 

Oe OS ee are a, pe August 4, to send their 
names ean Claims, John 
Cra: 8 London wall bidgs. ~ elewsi 


Theodore Gregory 
Manchester, slors to the 
Panuturro & Sor, Low 


ng must reach the above named 
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Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Rucistrans 1x ATTENpANCE on 


Eusnozxcr Arraat Covrr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No, 2, Jorcs. Swierer Bapr. 


Moi July 13 - Mr Theed Mr 8 Mr Mr Tindal 
foe ee, ee en wee 
Synge Tindal King § Church Teach 





Farmer 
Tindal ‘ 
King Leach Borrer 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
‘Wanaiveron, Navuia, 


M ..July 13 Mr Farmer Mr Church 
oa 14 Borrer Bi 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 26. 
Canrsr, Cuautzs Farpenic, Baguley, Chester July 31 Wooia'l v Carter, Registrar, 
Manche hester District Kirk man, Manchester 
Foutasros, Rev Artnvur, Thrybergh, York Spt 30 Line v Fullerton, Parker, J May, 
Linooln’s inn fields 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 3%, 
DE s Pisa, Davin, Porchester terr Sept 1 I & R Clifford vy de Pinna, Swinfen Eady, J 
Robb, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
London Gazette.—Tourspay, July 7. 
FPaawacav, Witt Groner, Reading, Hotel Proprietor Aug 31 J & C Simonds & 
On v Flavagan, Werritgton and Parker, JJ Collins, Reading 
Hypz, Hexzy Cauzy, Twyford, Wiachestr July 21 Gillets v Hyde, Warrington, J 
Crocker, Finsbury pavement 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or CrarM. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 30, 
Avan, He oy Puayrain, Westbourne pk rd, Paddington July 30 Ashley & Co, Tele- 


Asrox, i Manchester, Merchant Aug 8 Cope, King st, Manchester 
Beattie, Joun, Conse, ~~~ bape by went. Jackson, pee agg 

Be, Taouas, Washington. Du uly 31 Cooper & ewcastle upon e 
Ca Micuart, Longin, Bermondsey July 31 hy yay ee tee o — 

Cnax omy Axis Ameria, Boston pk rd, Brentford Aug 4 Morgan, Hastings 

( . Jauw Aun, Newcastle upon Tyne July 31 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle upon 





North Shields 

Crangz, Janz, Regent st, Milliner Augi Gilbert, Queen st, Cheapside. 

Coo zn; Toropnitvs, Kingston on Thames, Licensed Victualler Aug 6 Lovell & 
White, Snow bill 

Coorsz, Watrer Hewitt, Beckenham, Mathematical Instrument Maker Aug 1 
Smith & Hudson, Fenchurch st 

Davizs, a Euity, Blenheim crescent, Notting hill Aug 4 Keith, Southampton 


Ciarx nTHa Barras, North Shields, General Dealer July 30 Brown & Holliday, 


Desamee, Saece Srarvrorp, Grove rd, 8t John’s Wood Augi Thornton, Gt James st, 
row 
DE bp hy a Mania Caevaypier, 8t Leonards on Sea July 25 Hubbard, 


Fare. Fraxcezs, Bishop’s rd July 30 Whatley & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fox, Groner —— Clorane gdns, Hampstead Aug8 Claremont & Haynes, Bloons- 


os tn, oe rd, Weet Kensingto1 July 24 Barfield & Child, Plowden 
ca, tae RENARD Pies. Fallowfield, nr Manchester, Merchant Augi5 Farrar & Co, 


Haat, Marcanrsr, July 31 Bm & Co, 8toke upon Trent 
Hicotns, Cuarces Ciarke gh July 25 Chareley & Reynolds, 8 Slough 
Houppaar, Jacon, Forest Hall, Northumberland July 31 Ccoper & Goodger, Newcastle 


Howton, Morracvur Lister, Middlesex July 31 Fullagar & Co, Bolton 
om het Heathficid. —. Willesden July 30 Newman & Co, Clement’s inn 
es EORGE Patrick CHARLES, uare, Lircoln’s inn, Barrister-at- 
July 25 Meredith & Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn ilew 
Lona, Eowarp, Wakefield, Commission Agent Aug7 Senior & Barratt, Wakefield 
Lowe, Wituiam Sraxvisu, Lee Aug 1 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
ety a Broad st = an ~t-y - st, Mansion House 
ANE ee, Say 31 Guscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Toate, de Joun, Bedford ~- Lovell & a white ~ hill aS 
Moonrse, Joux Forwanp, Bi Potter July 27 Watkins, Baker & Co, Bristol 
Mowpy, Wituan, Ni Berks, Ca mter July 27 McCormick & Quail, peatent 
N Rev Wittram TArior, Alar ge, Staffs Aug 20 Marlow & Co, Walsa 
Owan, Axwr, ma, Wpabestien, Dinas, Pembroke A inshall & Co, eagle 
Parmenter, Joux Octavius Augl Stanton : <siadieutaen 
Pinnock, WituiaM Herry, Bristol Aug 1 Harwood & Co, Bristol 
Porupee, Rev Atrazp James, Whitechapel July 25 Pitman & Sons, Clement’s inn 





? 


Pratt. Evizasern, Bill Quay, Durham July 30 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upon 
Paart, Giexpixxixo, Bill Quay, Durham July 30 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upon 
Recorp, a, Atrxayper, Birmingham, Laundry Proprietor July 17 Jaques & 


irming 
Riviey 5 Armathwaite, Hesket, Cumberland July 24 Blackburn & 
Row "Tuomas Bawnison, Liverpool rd, Kingston hil, Solicitor ey — 


Row .issox, Josgru, Moseley, Worcester Augl Parr & Co, Birmingham 
Sowensutts, Exiza, Commercial st, Shoreditch, Fishing 

onarads. sateen Rod we Aug 2 
| ene Many, Moss Side, Manchester July 31 Rowland, Manchester 


Waxes, Manaanet, Ashton on Ribble, nr +. Aug 15 resto! 
Wituiams, Joux, Upton lodge, Tulse hl A Shesen” yy a “ 
— Hail, Denbigh July 31 Evans, 


Wittameox, Cuzvauier Josern Kraxoy, 
Wnrorn. a Fairholme rd, West Kensington Aug 8 Simpson & Co, Grace- 


London Gazette.—Fripar, June 26. 


Barep, Cupistian Maria ia Evizasera, Cranley pl August 11 Farrer 
& Co, Lincoln’s inn fiélds 

Cranz, ANN Janz, Lewes August 12 Banham, Royston, Hert 

Ctarz, Rev James Brown, Wenhaston Vicarage, Suffolk ron 12 Banham, Roy- 
ston, Herts 

Cox, Rosert Witt1uM, Newbury, Berks July 31 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Daqsy, Mary, Cottingham, Yor 8 Aug 10 Leak & Co, Hull 

DANGERFIELD, JOsEPH Janez, Shipton under Wychwood, Oxford, farmer Aug 20 
Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton 

ari, ner Davip James, St. George Rectory, nr Aberglee July 30 Johnson 

ut 

Davison, Groner, Bexar, Texas, U.S.A. Aug 10 Giles, Lambeth rd, 5.E. 

EpmMettr, THomas, Tregarvon rd, Clapham Common, 8.W. Aug 1 Hicks & Co, 
Old Jewry chambers 

Frienp, Henry, Leeds, sponge importer Aug 3 Blackston, Leeds 

FUNNEL, Groner, Brighton July 27 Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 

GaRper, Smirh HANNINGTON, “Seaton, Devon Aug 5 J H & K R Cobb, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Gussin, Cuarntes, Loughton, Essex Aug 1 Mills & Co, Finsbury sq 

Harpy, Joun, Oldham Aug 3 Redfern & Co, Oldham 

Houmes, Frepenick Hernert, Crockmore Fawley, Henley on Thames Aug 5 
Traxter & Co, Victoria st, Westminster 7 

Kimpen, JABez WILLIAM, Tracey, Cockington, Devon Aug 20 Wilkins & Toy, 

Chipping Norton 

Kogrser, oe Bee Caro.tng, Sharrow, Sheffield Aug 15 Kesteven, Sheffield 

Lea, Many Frances, Bradley Green, Feckenham, orcester Sept 1 Travis & 
Sheldon, Stourbridge . 

Levert, Georcr, Birtley, Durham Aug 25 Carpenter, Durham 

LewrHwaite, THOMAS, outhport July 31 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

Mirrin, Jon, North Anston Aug 15 —— Sheffield Z 

Mircuett, Aenes, Kingskerwell, evon Aug Webster & Watson, Newton 
bbot 

Morgan, BensaMtIn CHARLES, a Devon Aug 1 Full, Teignmouth 

Munpny, Mary, Manchester Aug 7 Pegge, Manchester 

Owens, James, Llandrindod Hall, Llandrindod, Radnor, farmer Aug 10 Vaughan, 
Builth 

Patser, Evizaseta#, Birmin ahem Aug 13 i Birmingham 

PARKER, EDwaRpD, Stretford, Lancs ug 31 Phythian & Bland, Manchester 

Riviey, Jacos, ‘Armathwaite, Hesket, Cumberland, commission agent July 24 
Blackburn & Main, Carlisle 

SHILLINGLAW, JoHN, Lee, Kent July 31 Hubbard & Son, Cannon st 

Smits, Joun THomas, Norwich, Surveyor Sept 30 Keith & Co, Norwich 

_. Rieut Hon Samvet, Privy Councillor Aug 5 Oliver Jones & Co, Liver- 


ool 
groc” Tuomas, Great Dunmow, Essex, Blacksmith July 1 Floyd, Dunmow 
Wesster, WILLIAM HILTON, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, Professor of 
Dancing Aug 1 Whitworth, Manchester 
WestaartH, WiLu1aM, Normanby, nr Middlesborough July $1 Jackson & Jackson, 
Middlesborough 
Wuuitren, Henry, Tunbridge Wells Aug 5 Greenip & Co, George st, Mansion 
House, E.C. 
Wrippor, THomas, Oldham, Lancs Aug 15 Ponsonby & Carlile, Oldham 
Yeats, Rev Grorcr, Heworth, York Sept 1 Ware, York 


London Gazetie.—Faipay, July 7. 


ASPINALL, Henry, Small Heath, Birmingham July 31 Williams, Birmingham 

Bancrort, ELIZABETH, Burnley ‘aug 7 Smith & Smith, Burnley 

Becks, WiLt1AM GzoRGE, Handsworth, Commercial Traveller Aug 2 James & 
Co, Birmingham : 

BoTHAMLEY, RaicHaRD, Donington, Lincs, Solicitor’s Managing Clerk Aug 4 
Smith & Co, Donington, Lincs. 

Brown, BENJAMIN CARR, Lower Edmonton Aug 15 Rose & Oo, Delahay et 

CAYFORD, EBENEZER, Crawley Down, Sussex Aug 6 Turner & Sons, Leadenhall 
st 


Cops, Harnnrert, Tunbridge Wells Aug 4 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

CREW, GEORGE, Birmingham, Lodging House Keeper Aug 7 Ward, Dudley 

DIBBENS, ELiza, Grayetoke Ditchling, Sussex Aug 10 ilkinson & Oo, Bedford 
st, Covent Garden 

DILWoRTH, PHOEBE, Longridge, near Preston July 25 R. Horner Hargreaves, 
Camberwell New rd 

DuNLaP, ELIZABETH FRANCES, Windsor Sept 3 Oross & Oo, Halesworth, Suffolk 

‘EpMonDs, Mary, Leicester Aug 7 Harvey & Clark, er 

FAIRWEATHER, ALEXANDER FERRIER Ancvs, Polkington, Yorks, Doctor July 15 
Powell, Poclington, Yorks 

FENWICK, EDWARD eng po ere, Suffolk st, Pall Mall, Barrister at law 
July 20 Sanderson, Lan 

FIELD, JANE ELIZABETH, Eaapoeen Nayland, Suffolk Aug 3 Gibson & Weldon, 
Ohancery In, W.C. 

Foster, CHARLES Rous, Pall Mall, Auctioneer Aug 18 Garrard & Co, Suffolk 
st, Pall Mall East 

Franois, Wiiii1aM, Hastings, Music Publisher Sept 1 Rutland, Chancery In. 

con. HELENE Marre, Ashley gdns, Westminster Aug 6 Jacob, Lincoln's inn 
fields 

GLANFIELD, E1vzza Grace, Torquay Sept 15 Glanfield & Glanfield, Torquay 

GoopE, MARGARET Hopsoy, yde, I of W Aug 1 Louch & Co, Langport, 
Somerset 

Grecory, Ropert, East Ham, Essex, Foreman Lighterman Aug 8 J A & H E 
Farnfield, Lower Thames st 

JENKINS, PHILIP, Magor, Mon Farmer Nov 16 Morgan & Co, Newport, Mon 

POPPELWELL, ANN, Weston Park, Bath Aug 19. Simmons & Co, Bath 

Rane, Heyry BERNARD, Museum st, High Holborn, Baker Aug 31 Richardson 
& Sadlers, Golden sq, Regent st 

STEPHENS, HopPEsTiLL, Lewisham High rd Aug 7 Algar. Abchurch In 

THORNLEY, ALFRED, Penarth, Glam Aug 3 Payne, Cardiff 

vr, oe nee mags Donington, Lines, Licensed Victualler Aug 4 Smith & Co, 

mington, 
VavGcHaw Marky, Aerighton, Aug 8 Tomlin & Chitty, Old Burlington et 





Yeomaxs, HERBERT SPENCER, Holloway, nr Matlock Bath, Aucti 
7 wMatlock Bath y oc a uctioneer Aug 9 








Bankru ptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. myo nov 3. 
Lp agp em oR 


July Ord July 1 


Borges, WILFRID Lawson, Iv 
Leeds Pet June 27 Urd 


BATES, FREDERICK, Burnley, Iron Turner Burnley Pet | DAVIS, CHARLES 8, Lowndes st, Belgravia High Court 


Pet April 7 Ord June 30 
—pe.y , Yeadon, Yorks, Hatter | DAVIS, GEORGE, Princes st, Cavendishsq High Court 
Pet March 31 Ord June 30 


ABBOTT, meer, Leeds, ist Leeda Pet June 29 Ord | Bray, WILLIAM CORNELIUS, Faversham, Kent, Baker | Day, JoHN THOMAS, North Ormesby, Yorks, Grocer 
Middl 


June Canterbury Pet June 29 Ord June 29 


Pom —ty Cuarizs Henry, Aldwych mans, Altazeh, 
Salesman High Court Vet June5 Ord Jun 1 OrdJ 
a Bee WILLIAM, Gosforth, Sestemmther- 


ew-astie on Tyne Pet May 14 ‘Ord June 26 July 1 Ord Jul 


Ropeet, "ee Heath, St Helens, Lancs, | CAMPBELL, HENRY HvuGH ERygst, Lombard st, Bank | GoopcHiLD, ELIZABETH, Curtain rd, 

a High Court Pet June 30 fot tone U Court 
|, WILLIAM JOSEPH, J nar de Buteher Birm- | Cross, CHARLES JACOB, Old st, St Luke's, Licensed | GriyriTHs, THOMAS bie 
Victuall Quarryman 


‘une 30 Ord June 30 Clerk 





ham Pet Jely1 Ord July 1 er High Court 


uly 
BULLOcK, JaMES, mayen, EButcher Stockport Pet | ELBorovGH 
aly 1 Court 


Pet June 29 Ord June 29 


BRITTON, san Jackfield, Salop Madeley Pet July | D’'Hoogus, PHILIP Jonn, West Bridgford, Notts, Lace 


Merchant Nottingham Pet June 26 Ord June 20 
WC, & pg sq, Bayswater High 
Pet Dec5 Ord June 80 


Shoreditch, 
Pet June 24 Ord June 80 

ezer, Carnarvon, 
Pet July 1 Ord July1 





Pet June2 Ord June 80 
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a, Aaron L, Maida Vale, 
Pet June ib Ord July 1 


Scotch 
raper High 
suseakn, Epwarp Bronx, West Worth Sussex, 
Builder Brighton Pet June2 Ord June 
HINES, ARTHUR THOMAS ALFRED, Wilton av, Chiswick, 
Money Lender Brentford Pet May 25 Ord June 2% 
HUGHES, FREDERICK THOMAS, Gorse Hill, Swindon, Baker 
Swinden Pet June 80 Ord June 30 
Hypg, Jous, Bradwell, Bucks, Grocer Northampton 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
KELLY, JOHN JOSEPH PATRICK, Salisbury Salisbury Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 
THOMaS ARTHUR, Rushden, Northampton, 
Northampton Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
LOVEGROVE, CHARLES, Hanworth rj, Hounslow, Coal 
Merchant Brentford Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
McGOWAN, CHARLES FREDERICK, Leeds, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Leeds Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
MAHON, FREDERICK ERNEST, Cheltenham, Jeweller 
Cheltenham Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
MARSDEN, JOHN WILLIAM, Darwen, General Nurseryman 
Blackburn PetjJune 29 Ord June 29 
MIGLIORINI, EDWARD, Homerton, Furniture Manufacturer 
High Court Pet "May 19 Ord July 1 
MITCHELL, SPENCER, Riverdale rd, Twickenham Park, 
Army Tutor Brentford Pet June5 Ord June 26 
PARDOE, HERBERT, Nechells, Birmingham, Journeyman 
Wheelwright Birmingham Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
PARKER, ENoOG, Redhill st, Regent’s Park, Cab Proprietor 
High Court PetJuneé Ord July1 
Pearce, HENRY, EanEst,;Wymering mans, Elginavy High 
Court Pet March 17” Ord July J 
PROSSER, EDWARD, Llanvihangel, Crucurney, Mon, Farmer 
Tredegar Pet May 15 Ord June 29 
ROBERTS, EPHRAIM, Falmonth, General Dealer Truro 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
SHAW, GEORGE, Essex pl, Hackney rd, Tool Dealer High 
Court Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
SHORTBOUSE, GEORGE, Camp Hill, Birmingham Birming- 
ham Pet Junell Ord June 30 
STONE, MENDAL, and ABRAHAM MARKS, Abercarn, Mon, 
Outfitters Newport, Mon Pet June29 Ord June 29 
UNDERHILL F, Langley Green, Staffs, Grocer West 
Bromwich Pet June 5 Ord July 1 
VEASEY, BENJAMIN, Thurmastop, Leicester Leicester 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
Wabr, WILLIAM NATHANIEL, Sunderland, Ladies’ Out- 
= fitter Sunderland Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
WEBSTER, JOHN, Richmond, Greengrocer Wandsworth 
Pet June 30 ‘Ord June 30 
WHITE, ARTHUR ERNEST, Gloucester, Baker Gloucester 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
WIL0ox, CHARLES, Smethwick, Staffs, Galvanized Iron 
ufacturer West Bromwich Pet June 6 Ord July 1 
WILLIAMS, LUTHER, Landore, Swansea, Builder Swansea 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
WoLFsky, Morivz, Harefield rd, Park rd, Crouch End, 
Silversmith High Court Pet June 29  Urd June 29 
WRiga?, THOMAS ARTHUR, Sleaford, Lincs, Clothier 
Boston Pet July1 Ord July 1 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 26: 


SPARK, FREDERICK HvusBERT, Huby, Harewood, Yorks 
Printers’ Traveller Leeds Pet June 5 Ord June 22° 


Amended Notice substituted for that ae in the 
ndon Gazette of June 30 


STAKK, MATHEW MARK, a Devon, maheapee Exeter 

Pet Junel12 Ord June 2 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

ABBoTTr, EDWIN, Leeds, Artist July 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
2, d st, Leeds 

ALLENDER, CHARLES Henry, Aldwych mans, Aldwych, 

esman July 18at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, 

ALMOND, HENRY, Bolton, Butcher July 14 at 8 19, Ex- 
change st, 

ANDREWS, THOMAS, Halesowen, Worcester, Haberdasher 
July 16at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dad- 


ley 

BoyEs, WILFRID Lawson, Yeadon, Yorks, Hatter July 
18'at1l Off Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

BRANDT, ALBERT Avaus?, Birmingham, Dealer in Artiste’ 
Materials July 15 at 11,30 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 

CAMPBELL, HENRY HvuGH Eenest, Lombard st, Bank 
Clerk July i4 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


CLEGG, DAVID, York, Clerk July 14 at 11.80 Off Rec, 85, 
Victoria et, Liv ed 


3, CHARLES a Old st, St Luke's, Licensed Victu- 
ae Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
sBeyacochy ar Neath, Glam ta July 
15 at 11.30 Alexandra rd, 
DAVIS, _Cuinia Landes st, Belgravia Jaly 14 atl 
, Cal 
Davis, W H, Defoe rd, Tooting, Boot Dealer July 15 at 
11.89 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
ELBoRovGH, W C, St Stephen's ~ ae er July 14 
at ll Bankruptey bidgs, Carey 
FLORENCB, Mary, Thornton av, ten Bill, Nursin 
Home Proprietress July 13 at 11.30 1382, York 
Westmiuster bridge 
GOODCHILD, ELIZaBETH, Curtain rd, ~ weditch, Up- 
holeterer July 13 at. 12 Bankru bidgs, Carey st 
HARRISON, FHENRY, Garnstone, R . -aes 
Coachman July y oe at2 4, Corn 4, ls 
Hayngs CHARLO Clacton, Essex, uilder e~4 15 at 
11.80 Great Eastern Hotel, Liverpool st 
JAMES, Epwakp, Ystradgynlais, Brecknock, Colliery Pro- 
— July 15 at 11 Off Ree, 31, ‘Alexandra rd, 


Jouns, ‘Huey, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler July 15 
at 12 191, Corporation * Dten e 

JONES, ‘avon, Liyegw ffryn, ae. Car- 
penter at 10. : Tomball, i <0 

KELLY, Ten OSEPH PATRIOK, Salis uly 11 at 
11. Off Rec, City chambers, Catherine st, Salis- 


ary 
KINANE, BRIDGET, Samat. Grocer July 16 at1l Off 
, Ale: xandra rd, Swansea 
KNIGeT, THOMAS ARTHUR, South Rushden, Northampton, 
Datcher July 13 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northamp- 


a CHARLES ny ng pen Olerk 
July 13at12 Off Rec, 2% 
MOMINN & Co, 8, Walthamstow July 18 at 2.80 Bank- 
rup' , Carey st 
MASSINGHAM, ARTHUR ROBERT, rg beter Butcher July 
11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Ki ich 
MITOHELL, SPENCER, Riverda 4 = ne amas Park, 
Army Tutor July 14at3 14, Bedford ro 
Noupuny, Jou JOHN, Knutsford, Cheshire, Butcher July ll at 


1 Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Rippa ARCHIBALD CAMPBELL, Hackbridge, Surrey, 
Builder’s Joiner July 15 at 12 132%, York rd, Weat- 


minster Bridge 

Rorrer, THOMAS, Cheswardine, Salop, Farmer July 18 at 
2.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

SHARRATT, WILLIAM, Quinton, Worcester, + aed July 
14 at 11. 80 191, Corporation st, Birming 

SHAW, GEORGE, Hackne = Tool Dealer --7 13 at 12 
Bankruptcy b st 

SMITH ey De ley Worcester, Draper July 11 at ll 
off 99, Wolverhampton st, Dudiey 

SMITH, pinta ‘and JOSEPH THOMAS SMITH, Ocker Hill, 
Tipton, Scrap Iron Dealers July 18at10.30 Off Rec, 

99, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

sralxvonra, DovuaGLas ANSON, TMS Centurion, Ports- 
mouth, ng ey July 18at3 Off Rec, Cambridge 
junction, High st, Portsmouth 

STARR, JOSEPH, dderminster, Worcester, Coach Builder 
July 13 at 12 Messrs Ivens & Co, Solicitors, Kidder- 
minster 

VEASEY yo Thurmaston, Leicester July 13 at 12 

1, Berridge st, Leicester 

WHITELAW, THOMAS HAROLD, Farnworth, nor Bolton, Con- 
fectioner July 13 at8 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

WILLIAMS, RICHARD, Widnes, Boot r July 18 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 35, Vietoria st, Live 1 

WILSON, THOMAS ARTHUR, Sale, Cheshire, Manufacturer's 
— July 11 at 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
ches 

WoLFsky, Moritz, Harefield rd; Crouch End, Silver- 
smith July 18 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


a , EpwIn, Leeds, Artist Leeds Pet June 29 Ord 
une 29 
ASHOROFT, ROBERT, Thatto Heath, St. Helen's, Lancs, 





Draper Liverpool Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
BaRLOW WILLIAM JosEPH, Camp Hil), Birmingham 
Butcher Birmingham Pet July 1 Ord July 1 
BATES, FREDERICK, Burnley, Iron Turner Burnley Pet 

July1 Ord July 1 





Bo a, Wane be Laweos, Yesdon, Yorks, Hatter rae 
"Pet June 87 Ord June > 


DaveEr, “Deum CHARLES, Cam 
feciioner High Court 


2 Me .. er ge ag a he 
WARDS, A ‘ACE, Bishopsgate av 
Pet June 2 Ord June 29 


GILDER, SAMUEL, New rd, Commerolal ot 
Friently Societies 


rd. Secretary 
High Court Pet May 15 Ord 
June 3u 


GRIFFITHS, THOMAS WILLIAM, Ebenezer, 
man Bargor Pet July 1 Ord July 1 
GRUNDY, JoHN JAMES, Forest Ken 
Greenwich Pet Jan13 Urd June i6 
Sars, EDWARD ByRON, West Worthing, Builder 
Brighton Pet June2 Ord July1 
HUGHES, FREDERICK THOMAS, Gorse Hill, Swindon, Baker 
Swindon Pet June 30 Ord Jane 30 
ae JoHN. Bradwell, Bucks, Grocer Northampton 
‘et June 30 es 
I GoRDON Leadenhall st, Chemist High 
Court Per Mayo ‘Ord Jul: 
JONES icon, Dyfi, Merioneth, Carpenter Aberystwyth 
Pet  - 15 ; . . 
ERLLY, Joun JoserH PaTRICK, Salisbury Salisbury 
Pet Jane 27 Ord June 27 
sa pay Swansea,Grocer Swansea Pet June5 


KnNicat, THOMAS ARTHUR, Rushd Northampton, 
Bu Northampton Pet June Ord June 29 

LOVEGROVE, worth rd, Hounslow, 
Merc! Brentford Pet June 30 Ord June 30 


MoGowAN, CHARLES FREDERICK, Leeds, Solicitor's Clerk 
Leeds Pet June29 Ord June 29 

MAHON, FREDERICK ERnest, Cheltenham, Jeweller 

Cheltenham Pet June 29 Ord June 29 


a, JouHN WILLIAM, Lancs, General 
Blackburn Pet June 20 ee 2 
Panpon, ‘denouer, 8 on = heelwright 


June 30 une 30 
Woaste flee JAMES ane Frank pt. MILTON, ELIza- 
BETH FERRIER REID, and ISABELLA REID, Fen 
st, Machine Tool Makers High Court Pet April 14 


Row, ARTHUR BRYANT, Burlington House, Richmond 
Hilt, Proprietor Wandsworth Pet June 4 
Ord June 29 

SHAW, GEORGE, ackney rd, Tool Dealer 


Oxford and Bicester Pet May 80 July 1 

SPrers, EDWARD WINTER, and BDWARD Spiers, Hill rd, 
Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Bui! Hig 
Pet 15 Jaly 1 

StTaRK, THEW Sowton, Devon, Innkeeper 
Exeter Pet June12 Ord June 


v= —- Ernest, Gloucester, 
June 29 Ord June 29 
a * prceens Builder Swansea 
J 29 une 
wruson. THOMAS ARTHUR, Sale, Chester, ewer 
Agent Manchester Pet June 17 Ord J 
WOLFSKY, Moritz, Harefield rd, Park rd, End, 
Silversmith High Court Pet June 29 | Ord July 2 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


MOoOORGATEH STREET, LOMPON, 


ESTAGLISHED IN {89I. 





B.o. 


EX@LUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








hs 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


630 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted 
supervision of the cereenee. 


mien ome 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Lenses or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Wricnt, THomas Arruvr, sleatord, Lincs, Clothier 
uly 1 Ord Inly 
Amended notice substituted ioe thet published in the 
London Gazette of May 22: 

TLas, Rosert James Henry Josepn, Swift st, Folham 
Butider HighCourt Pet March 24 Ord Mav 18 
mended notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of June 26: 


SPARK, FreDericKk Huneet, Holly Bank, Huby, Harewood 
vi Printer'’s Traveller Leeds Pet June 5 Ord 


. 


June 24 
London Gazette, TURSDAY, July 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 





BARKER, JosKPH, — Grocer York Pet 
July2 Ord Jaly 
BARLOW, THOMAS, ehecitey, Tean, Stoke unon Trent, 
Farmer Stoke noon Trent Pet Janel? Ord Inne 30 | 
BARNSLEY, THOMAS, Atherstone. Warwick, . Grocer | 
Birmingham Pet July2 Ord Jniv2 
Burton. G A JACKSON, Lewes, Market Gardener Lewes | 
Pet. June 16 Ord Jniy 3 
CARDAL®, HUBERT SEARLE, 4.M.S. Kangaroo, Portemonth, 
Commander Portamouth Pet Mav19 Ord Jnly3 
CLETHEROB, THOMAS WILLIAM. Sheringham Norfolk, 
ter Norwich Pet July 4 Ord July 4 | 
C LOLOUGH, FREDERICK, Middlewich, Licensed Victualler | 
Crewe Pet June 20 Ord Jniv2 | 
OR¥N, SAMUEL, Rock, Devon, Labourer 
Dosson. THOMAS, Egremont. Cheshire, Butcher Birken- 
head Pet June 17 Ord Jolv 2 
Dowartr, B W, Wingate rd, Hammersmith, Contractor 
High Court Pet Jnne 10 Ord Julv3 
D JCKHOU F, CHARLES, Smethwick, Staffs ep Engineer 
West Bromwich Pet Jrne2 Ord July 
FLETcHER, SAMURL Hower Over Lane, near Belper Derby 
Pet July2 rd July 
Fox, ARTHUR, Wishech, Y utalatla, Fancy Goods Dealer 
King’s Lynn Pet July3 Ord Julv3 
Garver, THOMAS Witten, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich 
Pet July2 Ord JInly 2 
GuL, WriettaM. Wakefield, Outfitter Wakefield Pet 
Jaly1 Ord July 
GotpagrG, SOLOMON. M, Honuneditch, Fancy Goods 
Warehouseman High Court. Pet Jnne 23 Ord Inly 3 
Happow, WILuIaM, Burnt Tree, Tipton, Publisher 
Dudley Pet Taly 4 Ord July 4 
Hage, Hexry Gores, Strutton Ground, Greengrocer | 
High Court PetJnne 3 Ord Inly 3 
Derby, Clothier Derby 


HARRISON, ALFRED WILLIAM, 
Pet. June 27 Ord July 1 
Harvey, Harry Ervest, Fenton, sam, Grocer Stoke- 

Trent, Pet July 2 Ord Jniv2 
HAVERGAL, ETHELBURT F E, Penywern rd, Earl’s Court, 
Insurance Agent High Court Pet March 14 


July 3 

HILL, Jaugs, Rotherhithe st, Produce Importer High 
Court PetJane9 Ord July 8 

Horta, Witte, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Colliery 
Labourer Carmarthen Pet July 3 Ord Jniy 2 

“ee C, Prince of Wales mans, Battersea Park. Com- 

fon Agent Wandsworth Pet June 12 Ord July 3 

Ino, ean, Tetbury, Glos Swindon Pet July 3 Ord 
a 

J amson. WILLIAM, Leeds Leeds Pet July3 Ord Jnly 5 

JowES, MARION, Carnarvon, Butcher Bangor Pet July 3 
Ord July 3 

Kegcer, ARTHUR, Forncett St Sten Norfolk, Draper 

Norwich Pet Julv3 Ord Jnly 

Kaicut, Ben, Petersfield, whale Builder Portsmouth 
Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

KNIGHTS, GroRGe, pwd, Builder Brentford Pet 

‘ Ja — Ord = v3 

LAM, CHARLES, yy Liverpool, Baker Liverpool 
Pet July 1 Ord July * es 

co Soe, Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet July 3 

aly 3 

N&IL, ROBERT, Swaffham Prior, Cambs, Farmer Cam- 
bridge Pet July 2 Ord July 2 " 

Paseor, JAMES Hewer, Treforest, Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd PetJuly1 Ord July 1 





| MIGLIORINI, EDWARD, Nisbet pl 


RAoE; Guo, & Sons, Stockton on Tees, Builders Stockton 
on Tees Pet June& Ord July 1 

Rosinsonw, THOMAS ERNEST, Putney 7 rd, Putney 
Wandsworth Pet May7 Ord July 2 

SHARP. Sam, West Hartlepool, Frulterer Sunderland 
Pet July3 Ord July 3 

wer Hereert, Halifax, Tailor Halifax Pet July 2 

July 2 

—_, a Bath, Costumler Bath Pet July3 Ord 

Ju 


chimabe. Harry Topor, Broad st honse, Old Brad st, 
Stockbroker High Court Pet Dec 8 Ord July 2 

THORPR, THOMAS LEE, Chadderton, Oldham, Greengrocer 
Oldham Pet July38 Ord July 3 

TonsMAN. CARL, Angel ct, Banker's Clerk High Court 
Pet Mar13 Ord July 2 

Waceort. JoHN HENRY, ard FREDERICK ERNEST 
STRPHENSON Sunderland, Grocers Sunderland Pet 
July 2 Ord July? 


| YaTRs, JAMES, Major Rottoms. Adlington, Lancs, Florist 


Bolton Pet June 2 ord July 3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ANDERSES, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Gosforth. Nerthumber- 
land July 15 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 


ASHCROFT, Rowpert, Thatto Heath. St Helens, Lancs, 


Draper Jaly 15 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 

Liverpool 

B ARKER, JosErn, Knaresborongh. Grocer July 17 at 
Off Rec The Red House, Duncomb: nl. York 

Britton, MARTHA. Jackfield. Salop July 29 at 12.30 
Connty Conrt Office, Madeley 

COREN, S4MURL, Rock, Crediton. Dev>n, Fabourer July 
18 at 19.20 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

CouzEYs, WILLIAM HUNTON. Ossett, Yorks July 16 at 1 
Court House, King’s Lynn 

DAVIS, GRoRGE, Princes st, Cavendish sq July 17 at 11 
Bankruptev bidgs, Carey st 

Day. Jonw THOMAS, North Ormsby, Yorks, Grocer 
July 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 17,. Albert rd, Middles- 
brongh 

Dowett &, W, Wingate rd. Hammersmith. Contractor 
July 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carev st 

GaRNER, THOMAS WILLIAM, Inewich, Baker July 16 
at2 Off Rec, 38. Princes st. Inswich 

GILL, WILLIAM, Wakefield, Ontfitter 

Rec, 6, Bond ter. Wakefield 

GoLpRERG, Solomon M, Houndediteh, Faney Goands 
Warehouseman July 15 at 2,30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Harris, AARON L, Portedown rd, Maida Vale, Scotch 
Draper July 15at12 Bankrnotcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARRIS, Henry Georer, Stratton eround, Green- 
grocer July 16 at 11 Bankruntey bidgs, Carey st 

HARRISON. ALFRED WILLIAM, Derby, Clothier July 16 at 
1l ff Rec, 47. Fall st, Derby 

HAYWARD, EpwaRD Byron, West Worthing, Builder 
July if at 12 4, Pavilion b'dgs. Brighton 

HILL, JAMES, Rotherhithe st, Produce Importer July 16 
at12 Rankruntey bidgs, Carey st. 

HUGHES, FREPRRICK THOMAS. Gorse Hill, Swindon, Baker 
July i5 at il Off Ree. 38. Regent cir Swindon 

Hyrpr, Joun. Bradwell, ®neks, — July 16 at 11 Off 
Reo, Bridge st, Northampton 

InpD, FRANK, Tetbury, Glos July 15 at 11.15 Off Rec, 38, 
Recent. cir, Swindon 

JENKINS, ALBERT BpWaRD. Bristo!. Tronk Manufacturer 
July 15 at 11.39 Off Rec. 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

JOHNSON, WILLIAM, Leeds July 15 at 11 Off Rec, 2%, 
Rond st, Leeds 

KNIGHT. Ben, Petersfield, Hants, Builder Jnly 15 at 3 
Off Ree, Cambridge junction. High st, Portemonth 

LAMB, CHARLES, Wavertree. Liverpool Baker July 16 at 1) 
Mf Rec, 35. Victoria st, Liverpool. 

MAnOF, FREDERICK ERNEST. Cheltenham, Jeweller 
July 18 at 4 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

. Homerton, Furniture 

Manufacturer July15at1l1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 


July 15 at 11 


st 
Moorparr, CBARLES Henry, Appleby, Westmoreland, 
Solicitor July17at2 Tufton Arms Hotel, Appleby 
OXLEY, Jonn Finntnovuer, Bole, Notts, Farmer July 21 
at 12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln’ 





The Oldest Insurance 


\ 























‘ Copsed from Polcy dated 1726. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, 


Office in the World. 


] AY FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orr Orrics: 
63, a ST., E.C, 


Insuraaces effected against the following risks :— 


FIRE. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, 


FUNDS IN HAND 


District Manager. 


£2,764,234. 





PARKER, BNOcH, Redhill st, Regent's Park Cab Proprie- 
tor July 15 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

PEARCE, Huwry Exnxst, Wymering man, Elginav Jul 
16 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Larey st 

Prexce, JAMES HEnRY, Treforest, Glam. Grocer July 15 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd. 

ROBINSON, THOMAS ERNEST, Putney Bridge rd July 16 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

SIDDALL, hn iy Halifax, Tailor July 16 at 10,45 
County Court House, Prescott st, Halifax 

SMITH, a Bath, Costumier July 15 at 11.45 Off 

26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

STONF, MENDEL. and ABRAHAM MARKS, Abercarn, Mon, 
Outfitters eo! 15 at 12 Off Rec, 144, Commercia’ 
at, Newport, Mon 

TRIPP, SIMWEY MARMADUKE, Chalfont St Giles’, Bucks, 
Coal Merchant July 15 at 12 1, St, Aldates, Oxford 

VARDER, SAMUEL BROWNE, Gotherington, nr Chelterhem, 
Avnctioneer July 18 at 3.15 -County Court bidgs, 
Cheltenham 

WEBSTER, JOHN. Lower Mortlake rd, how 2 
Proprietor July 17at11.30 132, York rd, Westm nster 
Bridge 

WILLIAMS, LuTHER, Landore, Swansea, Builder July 
at 10.45 Off Bec, 34, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

WRIGHT, THOMAS ARTHUR, Sleaford. Lincs. Clothier 
July’ 16 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Yares. JAMES, Maior Bottoms, Adlington, Lancs, Florist 
July 17at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BARNSLEY, THOMAS, Atherstone. Warwick, Grocer Bir- 
mingham Pet July2 Ord July 2 

BARKER, JosKPH. Knaresborough, Grocer York Pet July 
2 Ord July 2 

CAHN, FENRY, Manchester, Manufacturer 
Pet May 28 Ord July 3 

CLETREROE, THOMAS WILLIAM, Sheringham. Norfolke 
Carpenter Norwich Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

CoopeR, EDWARD HERBERT. Relgraverd, Novelist High 
Court Pet Nov26 Ord June 30 

CoREN, SAMUEL, Rock, Crediton, Devon, Labourer 
Exeter Pet July8 Ord July 3 

Couzens, WILLIAM HunTown, Ossett, Yorks King’s Lynn 
Pet June 24 Ord July 2 

Cross, CHARLES JacoB, Old st. St Luke's. Licensed 
Victualler, High Court Pet June2 Ord July 2 

DUNFORD, OSWALD ae, Oxford, Chemist Oxford 
Pet June 18 Ord July 3 

FLETCHER, SAMUEL HuNT, Knob Farm. Over Lane, nr 
Belper. Derby Derby Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Fox, ARTHUR, Wisbech, Cambridge, puss Goods Dealer 
Kine’s Lyon Pet July Ord July 8 

GILL. WILLtaAM. Wakefield, Outfitter Wakefield Pet 
July 1 Ord July 1 

HapDON, WILLIAM. Burnt Tree, Tipton, Staffs, Publisher 
Dudiey Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

HARRISON, ALFRED WILLIAM, Derby, Clothier Derby 
Pet June 27 Ord July 1 

HARVey, Harry ERNEST, Fenton, em, Grocer Stoke 
upon Trent Pet July 2 Ord Jul y2 

HAYDON, FLAXMA4®, and HEWRY GEORGE HAYDON, Camo- 
—s st, Accountants High Court Pet Feb 7 Ord 

ul 
HopPLa, 


Manchester 


Ww ILLIR, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Colliery 
hourer Carmarthen Pet July 3 Ord July 8 
IND, FRANK, Tetbury, Glos Swindon Pet July 3 Ord 


July 3 

a WILLIAM, Leeds, Leeds Pet July 3 Ord 
uly 3 

KEELER, ARTHUR, Forncett St Buea, Norfolk, Draper 
Norwich Pet July3 Ord July 

KNIGHT, BEN, Petersfield, Hants, Builder Portsmouth 
Pet ‘Julv i Ord July 1 

McMinn, Henry Srpwey, High * Walthamstow 
Hich’ Court Pet May 30 Ord July 

MARTIN, GrorGck, Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet July 
3 Ord July 3° 

MINDELL, ISAAC, Casson st. Stepney, Boot Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet May 30 Ord July 2 

MITCHELL. SPENCER, Riverdale rd, Twickenham Park, 
Army Tutor Brentford Pet June 5 Ord July 3 

MunpDAY, CHARLES, Southampton, Oil Merchant South- 
ampton Pet June 5 Ord July 2 

NEIL, FOBERT, Swaffham Prior, Cambs, Farmer Cam- 
bridge Pet July2 Ord July 2 

PADDINGTON, JOSEPHUS JOHN, and WILFRED Lawsow 
PADD NGTON, Colden © ton, Con- 
tractors Winchester Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

PREEOR, JAMES HENRY, sen. Treforest, Glam, Grocer 
Pontypridd Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Rurrer, THOMAS, Chipnall. Cheswastine, Salop, Farmer 
Crewe Pet June 12 Ord Julv2 

SAMUEL. ALEXANDER a Moscow ct High Court 
Pet Feb 27 or 

SAMUELSON, CHARLES EyTON, Hart st, Mark In, —— 
Merchant High Court Pet June 2 Ord July 

SHARP, SAM, West Mettiepecl, ruiterer Sunderland 
Pet July 3 Ord July 

sropsls.. itnnane, Halitar, Tailor Halifax Pet July 2 
Ord July 2 

SMITH, CHARLES FREDERICK, Arundel st, Strand, Solicitor 
High Court Pet April é Ord July 2 

a = Dudley, Draper Dudley Pet May 13 


omnes wmaaae, Bath, Costumier Bath Pet July3 Ord 


aly 

THOMAS, FREDERICK, Goodmayes, Ilford, Essex Builder 
Chelmsf. Pet April 25 Ord July 

THoRPE. THOMAS LEE, Oldham, Greengrocer Oldham 
Pet July3 Ord J 

TOUBKIN, Sous, Manchester, res Merchant Maa- 
chester Pet June7 Ord July 2 














Z 
SP 


6,( 


For 
mation 
Avenu 

mdor 
—_—_— 














July 11, 1908. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 52.] 651 








LAW 


INSURANCE 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, 


CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., 


a ~~ WEasaM BELL, Esq. 
. BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson). 


im @. “CHOLMELEY Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley, & Co.), 

. (Church, Adams, & Prior), 

F. FAREBROTH ER, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.). 

Bir AyILLIAMt JAMES FARRER (formerly of i & Co.). 
) 


E. z - CHURCH, 


Cc, bs GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham, & 


WE:, Esq. (Hallowes Carter, & Ellis), 


Ww. T. HA 
EDWIN HART, Esq. (Budd, Brodie, & Hart). 


E, CARLETON’ HOLMES, Esq. (E. Carleton Holmes, Son, & Fell). 


F. R. JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son). 
HARRY W. LEE, Esq. (Lee, Bolton, & Lee). 
(Lowe & Co.). 


WE, Esq. 
FREDERICK MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan). ROME 


AUDITOR—EDWIN WATERHOUSE, Esq., F.C.A. 





DIRECTORS— 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman (Nicholson, 


Patterson, & 


J. E. W. RIDER, 





wale JOHN VINE. 
SECRETARIES H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 





SOCIETY 


RONALD PEAKE, 
RICHARD PENNING 
THOMAS RAWLE, Esq 


R. W. TWEED Sy har 

W. MELMOTH WAL ona, 1 

Sir HENRY ARTAUE WH 

E. H. WHITEHEAD. 

E. TREVOR LL. WILtts 
R WILLIAMS, 





Lr. 
London, W.C. 


foal. 
Vice-Chairman (Johnsons, Long, & i 
WILLIAM NOCTON, aie J. ~ hy & 2S ane. 


ee ae. (Peasington aa Son). 


ato ~ wigram) 
TRDEN AND CAMPBELL, 
& Rw. iw 
AF R. W eedie). 
Walters & Co.). 
wiHite to. .O. (A. & H. White). 
Snaee Whitehead, & Davidsons). 
8, Pa, (formerly of Newman, Paynter, & Co.). 
, Eaq., J. D.L, (Williams & James). 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 


This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst it 





enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application. 
The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 








r. & @ 
PLEASURE CRUISES. 


the NORTH CAPE, 
SPITZBERGEN, ‘ XorTs 
by S.Y. Vectis, | the FJORDS OF 
6,000 tons, 6,000 h.-p. | NORWAY, 


Leaving London on 10th July, 28 Days’ Cruise. 
FARES FROM 30 GUINEAS. 


NORWAY. FOURTEEN-DAY CRUISES 
* From London and Leith 
to ODDE, MOLDE, NAS, MEROK, LOEN, 


LERDALS( YREN, BALHOLMEN, GU DV ANGEN, 
and BERGEN, returning to London via Leith. 


12th and 28th August. 
13th and 29th August. 


FARES FROM 12 GUINEAS, 


From London 
From Leith 





DALMATIA Venice, and Sictiy, by the 
* new twin-screw Express 
Steamer “* SALSETTE,” 6,000 tons, 10,000 h.-p., leaving 


London 9th September. 
30 Days’ CrvuIsE, From 35 GuINEAS. 





For berths, yy programme, and all infor- 
mation, apply, P. & O. Company, Northumberland 
Avenue, W.C., 122, Leadenhall Street, E.C., 

ndon 





THE REVERSIONARY \RY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


thindeareate 1828), . 
Purchase Reversi Interests in Real and Pesvenal 


onary 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 


Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.O. 


PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO NORWAY 


BY THE 


‘ORIENT COMPANY’S S.S. ‘ OPHIR,’ 


6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. 

Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN, 
LOEN, VISNAS, HELLESYLT, 
MEROK, NZS, VIK, and ODDA. 


Days’ delightful Cruise for 
22nd. ine. 13 12 Guineas and upwards. 


llth & 
25th July. 


Managers: F. > CO. and ANDERSON, ANDER- 
SON, & CO., Head Offices, Fenchurch-avenue, London. 
Hy ory app ayes the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch-avenue, 

; or to the V est-end Branch Office, "$8, Cockspur-street, 





TINaSRED EE SEeTISs 
BUILDING SOCIETY 


4, ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 





Chairman— 

Sre Auexayper Watpemarn Lawaence, Br., Temple, E.C. 
A SOUND AND READY MEANS OF INVEST- 
Preference Shares £10 each at 4 per cent. 

interest. Deposits received at 3 and 3} per cent. 
Withdrawals at short notice. Interest paid 

free of Income Tax. 
ADVANCES promptly made. 
Repayments and Law Charges low. 
For prospectus apply to 
CHARLES A_ PRICE, Mana, 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 


10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
SSTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000, 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 








" 4 On CLAYTON, Joint 
Secretaries, 


¥. H. CLAYTON, 








Phone: 827 Mayfair. 44: wire: Kvanoplis, London. 


. W.EVANS 2 CO. 
71, GT. PORTLAND ST.., 
LONDON, W., 


ALSO AT 


287, REGENT STREBT, 
LONDON, W. 


(a few minutes’ walk from 
es 


New and Choice Selec- 
tion of Goods now on view 
for the Coming Season 
at strictly Economical 
Prices for Cash. 


DRESS SUITS from § Gna. 
LOUNCE SUITS. 3 » 
“*TRUTH" says: “ Our 
latest discovery in tailoring 
ie W. Rvans & Co., who can 
actually ft.” 
The *‘ FIELD" says: “ I. 
pase 8 that we can 
Mears, W. Beans 


& Co. The cust is absolutely 
correct.” 

















ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LiurreD. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


ABLIAMERNT. Brits, Mororas or Evivewoz, Booxs 

° =, Beotammeaes OF Cuan, Atowemn may Aad 

BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Werk. 
Every description | of Printing. 

Printers of THE soLiorToRs 707! 

WaRKLT +? neronrzn. 


FETTER LANE, LONDON, EQ, 
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Waacorrt. JoHN HENRY,and FREDERICK ERNEST STEPHEN- 
SON, Sunderland, Grocers Sunderland Pet July 2 
Ord July 2 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 26: 

OXLEY, JoHN FINNINGLEY, Bole, Notts, Farmer Lincoln 

Pet June5 Ord June 22 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


RuopeEs, Joun HENRY HoRACE WENTWORTH, Beeston, 
Leeds, Civil Engineer Leeds Adjud September 4, 
1896 Annul July 3, 1908 

TOUBKIN, MANNING, Manchester, Tea and Coffee Merchant 
Manchester Acjud July 4, 1907 Annul July 2, 198 








AW.—Applicant (aged 24), qualified man, 

4 articled to City firm, Desires Clerkship in London ; 
could be admitted ; experienced in Conveyancing, Common 
Law, Probate, Divorce, little Company, Bankruptcy, and 
General ractice; could doubtless introduce business ; 
salary about £150.—* 385,” 61, Chancery-lane. 


AW PARTNERSHIP offered in estab- 
lished City practice; incomer must thoroughly 
understand conduct of P.actice and have £2,000 Capital 
available.—Apply, Messts. ARNOLD & CO., 60, Queen 
Victoria-street, E.C. 


GOLIciTOR (age 45), since admission in 
1888 in practice »n North of England, desires (for 
family health reasons) to purchare emall partnership 
share of about £300 ;er annum witb good firm in Sonth 
or Midlands, or would accept Maraging Clerkship. 
Advesiiser is a thorcugbly experienced, energetic, and 
capable man, who can retain and introduce an established 
connection in respect of trusts and property of approxi- 
mate value of £75,(00.—Soiiciior, Box 2,619, Erwocd’s 
Advertising Offices, 30, Fleet-street, London. 











i.Crown Lease, West Knd, to pay over 8 per cent. 
By Order of Executors. : 
ST. JAMES.—Very Important and Valuable 
Property for Sale, to pay over 8 per cent. ; property 
let for whole term to good tenants; principals or solicitors. 
—Apply, MELLERSH & HARDING, 4, Bennett-street, St. 
James, 


JIRST-CLASS SHOP INVESTMENT.— 
Busy position, main road, E ., six miles from Bank, 
—Two splendidly-fitted Shops, let on leases to well- 
known Butcher and Proviricn Dealer, producizg £130 
yesrly; term 70 years, at £3 each only; price £2,000,— 
W. E., 682, Streatham High-road, 8.W. 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £40 a 
year in one collection, well secured on house and 
block of workshops; price £940 (234 years’ purchase) or 
near offer for quick sale.—Apply to F..W. BALCH, Pros- 
pect Huuse, North Road, Potters’ Bar, Middlesex. 


AYING GUESTS Required in entirely 
Private Family; large house, nicely decorated, 
electric light ; nice garden; very near approach to City— 
Chalk Farm, Tube, and other stations.—105, Adelaide- 
road, Hampstead. 


OUSEHOLD FURNITURE AND 
EFFECTS. — Cspital prices realized at Messrs. 
Guazizr & Sons’ Auctions at Monsell’s Depository, Eliza- 
beth-street, Eaton-square. Goods purchased outright if 
desired.—18, Knightsbridge, Hyde Park Corner, LEstab- 


lished 1760. Tel. No. 2006 Victoria. 
£10 00 to £50,000 Required at 4 per 
s cent., on Five Residential Hotels, for 


term of years; worth double the amount; Freehold.— 

Address, H., care of “ Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly 

Reporter,’ 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 

50 TEN PER CENT. Cumulative Prefer- 
ence Shares in well-known Industrial Comrany 

doing &@ progressive business for Sale at par; would be 

Sold in Small Lots if required.—Balance-sheets ard full 


particulars sent on sppiication to Box 8,, 598, Smith's 
Aavertising Agency, 100, Fleet-street, E.0, 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 


. a. 
8 per sheet. 























Abstracts Copied oe 
Briefs and Drafts ove 


Deeds Round Hand __e,, 
Deeds Abstracted 


ditto 


PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per ski 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 


sheet; Draft, $d. 





ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 

MYSTERIES, 8&t. ’s Hall, W.—Daily at 3 and 
8, Mr. David Devant, in “‘ The ical Master,” introduci 
the new Giant’s Breakfast, Fairy’s Grotto, Hoops ; 
Fashion, Wandering Wool, Dissected Messenger, and the 
Fabulous Indian Rope Trick; Fssmann, the Juggiing Waiter ; 
Mr. Leslie Lambert, Drawing-room Magie; Mr. Nelson 
Jackson, Soci —o at the Piano; Mr. Maskelyne’s 
oe of the Sanctum”; Motor Piano; £1,000 G " 

1s. to 5s, Children under 12 half-price, 

45 Mayfair. 








RANCO-BRITISH EXHIBITION, 1908, 
SHEPHESD'S BUSH, W. 
Main Entrance, Uxbridge-road, 
Entrance also from Wood-lane, 


THE GREATEST EXHIBITION EVER HELD 
IN LONDON, 


Open from 11 a.m. toll p.m, Admission 1s. 
SEASON TICKETS.—For ladies or gentlemen, £1 1s, ; 
for children under 12, 10a. 6d. 


AN UNPARALLELED SUCCESS. 

NOW OPEN.—The Fine.Art Palace. The Pavillon of 
Applied Arts. The Halls of Liberal Arte. The Palaces of 
Texti'es; The greatest Collection of Women’s Dreas ever 

reseuted, The Great Machinery Halls, including every 
orm of Engineering and Shipping Transportation. 
The Palace of Women's Work. The Halls of Various 
Industries. The Halls of Chemical Industries, The 
Great Halls of Science and Education. The Australian 
Government Pavillon, The Indian Governmert Pavillon, 
The New Zealand Governmen*. Pavillon. The French 
Colonial Pavillons. Grand Ooncerts, afternoon and even- 
ing, by four full Military Bands. Unparalleled I!lamina- 
tions of the Buildings and Gardens by ® Million Electric 
Lamps. Indian Arena, To-day, at 8, 5, and 8 p.m. G. 
Kagenbeck’s Magnificent Spectacle, “Our Indian Em- 
pire.” Admission direct from Wood-lane or Exhibition, 
6d. to 2e. 





FL UNGsarAn EXHIBITION, EARL’S 
COURT, 


In the Empress Hall.—The Bostock Arena and Jungle. 
(Direction—Mr, Frank C. Bostock.) The only Exhibition 
of itskindinthe World. Sensational Arenic Performances 
with Lions, Tigers, Bears, Leopards, Elephants, Hyevas, 
&o., at 2,30, 4.30, 7.60, and 9.30 p.m. Seats Is. to 3a, 
The Jungle includes one of the most interesting Zoo- 
logical collections known, ‘Consul the First’ At Home, 
Exhibition of the Sacred Beasts. Free Rides for all. 
Fun Factory. American Attractions in galore. To cap 
the climax, * Tursling.”” Carnivora fed at 6.30 and 10.30 
p.m. Note.—The Jungle always open, Admission 6d, 

In the Queen’s Covrt.—The Hungarian Ice Caverus. 
The New Chutes. Electric Launches. In Elysia, Toe 
Beautiful Summer Ballroom. Admission Free! Finest 
Dancing Floor in London. Urania Giant Cinemato- 
graph. Novelties of 1908, Auto-Rail. Ballooning, 
Avernos Wheel, Submarine, Helter-Skelier, Pharos 
Hausted Castile, Collins’ Mechanical Circus, Bush Maze 
and Flying Lady. Working Coal-mine. Exquisitely 
Illuminated Gardens. Wet or Dry. HotorCold, Always 
Attractive. 


N 


inex 





ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION.— 

The most popular, interesting, instructive, and 
nsive House of Entertainment in London. LIFE- 
LIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of H.1.M. the EMPEROR 
of GERMANY, T.M, the KING and QUEEN of SPAIN 
and all the Crowned Heads of Europe. Delightful Music 
Tableaux Scenes, &c. Afternoon Teas. Children’s Gallery 
Admission 1s, ; childrea under 12,64, Open 10 till 10. . 





TOOLOGICAL GARDENS.— 

OPEN DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 
on Sundays, Fellows and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondays, 
6d.; other days,1s. Children, 6d. 





TWELFTH IMPRESSION. §8vo. Price 18s, 
REVISED AND CoRRECTED 1898, 


INSTITUTES ut JUSTINIAN 


With English Introduct tion, and Notes, 


By the late THOMAS COLLETT SANDARS, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 


LONGMANS, GREEN, & €0., 


39, Parernoster-row, Lonpow, E.C. 














THEATRES. 

ROYAL OPERA, COVENT GARDEN. 
Proprietors, The Grand Opera Syndicate (Ltd » 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, IL BARBIERE ” Dt 
St; Mmeo, Totransiai, Severina; MM. Bonci 
arcoux, rt, Zucohi, N jni ; 
Conductor, Signor Panizza. SO a 


HIS MAJESTY’S. 
THIS EVENING, at 8, “CYRANO DE BERGERAG” 
M. COQUELIN Ainé, M. Jean Coquelin: Mlle. Gilda 
Darthy, and full Company from Le Thédtre Porte St, 3 


Marti 
HAYMARKET. 

_ Lessee and Manager, Mr. Frederick Harrison.— 
Vedrenne-Barker Performances.—THIS EVENING “atl 
8.15: GETTING MARRIED, by Bernard Shaw; Mesers, 
Robert Lorraine, Henry Ainley, Holman Clark, Charles 
Fulton, Wm. Farren, jun., James Hearn, Berte Tho 

A. Sims; Mesdames Fanny Brough, Beryl Faber, Edith’ 
Oraig, Marie Lohr, Auriol Lee, } 


GARRICK THEATRE, Charing Cross-road. 3 
THIS EVENING, at 9.0 (last 2 nights), JOHN: 
HARE’S FAREWELL Appearances in 1 Part r: ; 
SPECTACLES, by Sydney Grundy; John Hare, Charles 
Groves, Chas. Maude, Bertram Steer, Robert Horton,” 
J. H. Brewer; Misses Jean Sterling Mackinlay, Amy 
Brandon Thomas. At 8.20, ‘‘ Afterthoughts.” ‘ 


CRITERION THEATRE, Piccadilly-circus. 
THIS EVENING, at 9.5, “THE MOLLUSO” 
CHARLES WYNDHAM and MISS MARY MOORE, 
Sam Sothern, Miss Dorothy Thomas. Preceded, at 8 
by “‘A Scotch Marriage”: Miss Marguerite Leslie: 
Mr. Yorke Stephens, Mr. Reginald Walter, 


GAIETY. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.0, HAVANA: Mesdames G 
trude Lester, Gladys Homfreys, Kitty Mason, O}j 
May, Mabel Russell, Enid Leonhardt, Adelina Balfey 
Jessie Broughton, Florence Phillips, Kitty Hanson, 
Jean Aylwin; Messrs, Leonard Mackay, Robert Hale 
T. C. Maxwell, Ernest Mahar, Arthur Hatherton, Laws 
rence Grossmith, Edward O’Neill, and W. H. Berry and 


Alfred Lester, 
PRINCE OF WALES’, 

THIS EVENING, at 8, MY MIMOSA MAID: 
G. P. Huntley, Messrs. Maurice Farkoa, George Ba 
F. Pope Stamper, ©, McNaughton, W. Guise, © 
Burt, Master Archie McCaig; Mmes. Gracie Leigh) 
Eva Kelly, Joan Penrose, Peggy Bethel, G, Murray 
and Miss Isabel Jay. 


THIS EVENING, at 8.20, THE MIKADO: Mess 
C. H. Workman, Henry A. Lytton, Henry He : 
Leicester Tunks, and Rutland Barrington; Mdes. Cla 
Dow, Jessie Rose, Louie René, Beatrice Boarer, 


WYNDHAM'’S. e 
THIS EVENING, at 9, WHEN KNIGHTS WHI 
BOLD: Mr. James Welch; Messrs. Arthur Grenvil 
Akerman May, Desmond Lane, Tully, Tomkins, 
ning, Profeit; Mesdames-Helen Palgrave, Win 
Cordell, Mary Leslie, O’Hea, Chippendale, and 
Audrey Ford. Preceded, at 8.15, by ‘‘ The Changeling) 
COMEDY. 3 
THIS EVENING, at 8.35, Charles Frohman 
Arthur Ohudleigh present MRS. DOT: Miss 
Tempest; Mr. Fred Kerr, Mr. Kenneth Douglas, 
Graham Browne, Mr. Herbert Ross, Mr. G 
Bellamy, Mr. Horton Cooper, Mr. Brian Egerton, 
H. Gerrish, Miss Lena Halliday, Miss Lydia Billh 
Miss Marie Illington, 


THE HIOKS THEATRE, Shaftesbury-avenue, 

THIS EVENING, at 8.30, a WALTZ DREAM: 
Geo, Grossmith, jun., Arthur Williams, Vernon D 
son, Langford Kirby, Albert Kavanagh, and Rou 
Evett; Misses Dorothy Ward, Maud Boyd, 
Gay, Minnie Baker and Valli Valli, 


VAUDEVILLE. 

THIS EVENING, at 9.0, JACK STRAW: Mr. © 
Hawtrey; Mesdames Vane Featherston, Dagmar W 
Mona Harrison, Joy Chatwyn, and Miss Lottie Vi 
Messrs. Henry Stephenson, H. . Hignett, 
Goodrich, Charles Troode, Robert Whyte, J 
Perey R. Goodyear, At 8.30, BREAKING IT GENE 


THE PLAYHOUSE, Charing-cross, 
THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE FLAG LIEUT 
ANT: Cyril Maude and Winifred Emery; Aubrey § 
and Lilian Braithwaite; Messrs. A. Holmes-Geo 
Blakiston, S. Paxton, E. Maturin, D. McOarthy, 
Harwood, E, Mainwaring, E. F. Mayeur, ete.; 
dames E. Chambers, Marie Linden, R, Toller, 


APOLLO, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
TO-DAY, at 2 and 8.15, Musical Play, BU 
FLIES: Louis Bradfield, George Gi a 
Coffin, Willie Warde, Lauri de Frece, Roy 8 
John Bardsley; Stella St. Audrie, Lucie 5 
Hoey, Jessie Lonnen, Ada Reeve, 


LYRIO. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE EXPLORER: 
LEWIS WALLER, A. E, George, Charles Rock, @ 
Roughwood, Shiel Barry; Mmes, Evelyn Millard, Ma 
Rorke, Eva Moore. e. 
TERRY 


*S. 

TO-DAY, at 2.30 and 8,30, THE THREE OF 
Miss FANNIE WARD; Messrs. Cyril Kei » 
W. Deaa, A. B. Tapping, J. A. Butler, E. J. Mon 
Spercer Trevor, Cooke-Beresford; Mesdames 
Cartwright, Pattie Brown. 











